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Over the years the Navy has received innumerable queries about the 
socalled "Philadelphia Experiment" or "Project" and the alleged role 
of the Office of Naval Research (ONR) in it. The majority of these 
inquiries are directed to the Office of Naval Research or to the Fourth 
Naval District in Philadelphia. The frequency of these queries predict¬ 
ably intensifies each time the experiment is mentioned by the popular 
press, often in a science fiction book. 

Tne genesis of the Philadelphia Experiment myth dates back to 1955 with 
the publication of The Case for UFO's by the late Morris K. Jessup. 

Some time after the publication of the book, Jessup received correspond¬ 
ence from a Carlos Miguel Allende, who gave his address as R.D. #1, Box 
22 * 1 , New Kensington, PA. In his correspondence Allende coirmented on 
Jessup's book and gave details of an alleged secret naval experiment 
conducted by the Navy in Philadelphia in 1943. During the experiment, 
according to Allende, a ship was rendered invisible and teleported to 
and from Norfolk in a few minutes, with some terrible aftereffects for 
crew members. Supposedly, this incredible feat was acconplished by 
applying Einstein's "unified field" theory. Allende claimed that he had 
witnessed the experiment from another ship and that the incident was 
reported in a Philadelphia newspaper. The identity of the newspaper has 
never been established. Similarly, the identity of Allende is unknown, 
and no information exists on his present address. 

In 1956 a copy of Jessup's book was mailed anonymously to ONR. The pages 
of the book were interspersed with hand written oonments which alleged 
a knowledge of UFO's, their means of motion, the culture and ethos of 
the beings occupying these UFO’s, described in pseudo-scientific and 
incoherent terms. 

Two officers, then assigned to ONR, took a personal interest in the 
book and showed it to Jessup. Jessup concluded that the writer of 
the comments on his book was the same person who had written him about 
the Philadelphia Experiment. These two officers personally had the book 
retyped and arranged for the reprint, in typewritten form, of 25 copies. 
Tne officers and their personal belongings have left ONR many years ago, 
and ONR does not have a file copy of the annotated book. 
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Review 


of the 

University of Colorado Report on Unidentified Flying Objects 

by a 

Panel of the National Academy of Sciences 


The Panel was appointed in the latter part of October and early 
November 1968. The charge to the Panel was "to provide an independent 
assessment of the scope, methodology, and findings of the (University 
of Colorado) study as reflected in the (University's) Report." While 
the Panel largely restricted its review to this charge, it was thought 
both appropriate and necessary that the Panel become familiar with various 
scientific points of view as presented in other publications and reports 
by technically trained persons. 

It was not the task of the Panel to conduct its own study of UFOs 
or to invite advocates, scientifically trained or not, of various points 
of view to hearings. The task was to study the University's Report 
and to assess: First, its scope; namely, did the Report, in the opinion 
of the Panel, cover those topics that a scientific study of UFO phenomena 
should have embraced? Second, its methodology; namely, did the Report, 
in the opinion of the Panel, reveal an acceptable scientific methodology 
and approach to the subject? Third, its findings; namely, were the 
conclusions and interpretations warranted by the evidence and analyses 
as presented in.the Report and were they reasonable? 

In the course of its review the Panel consulted papers on the same 
subject by technically trained persons (for example, William Markowitz, 

"The Physics and Metaphysics of Unidentified Flying Objects," Science, 

157 ( 1967), pp. 1274-79. James E. McDonald, "Science, Technology, and 
UFOs," presented January 26, 1968, at a General Seminar of the United 
Aircraft Research Laboratories, East Hartford, Connecticut. James E. 
McDonald, "UFOs - An International Scientific Problem," presented March 
12, 1968, at the Canadian Aeronautics and Space Institute Astronautics 
Symposium, Montreal, Canada. James E. McDonald, "Statement on International 
Scientific Aspects of the Problems of Unidentified Flying Objects," 
sent to the United Nations on June 7, 1967. Donald H. Menzel, Flying 
Saucers , Harvard University Press (Cambridge, 1952). Donald H. Menzel 
and Lyle G. Boyd, The World of Flying Saucers , Doubleday (New York, 

1963). Report of Meetings of Scientific Advisory Panel on Unidentified 
Flying Objects , January 14-18, 1953. Special Report of the USAF Scientific 
Advisory Board ad hoc Committee to Review Project "Blue Book ," March, 1966. 
Symposium on Unidentified Flying Objects , Hearings before the Committee 
on Science and Astronautics, U.S. House of Representatives, Ninetieth 
Congress, Second Session, July 29, 1968). 
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The Panel be^n its review immediately after the Report became 
available on November 15, 1968, by an initial reading of the Report 
by each member of the Panel during a two-week period. The Panel convened 
on December 2 for a discussion of members' initial assessments, for 
consideration of the Panel's charge (soope, methodology, and findings 
in the Report), and for delineatioh of further steps in its review. 

The latter included the study of other documents presenting views and 
findings of technically trained persons (e.g., the documents cited above), 
further ejamination of the Report's sunmary and findings, and further 
directed study of specialized chapters of the Report by appropriate 
members of the Panel. Extensive discussion, both by correspondence 
and by telephone, occurred during this period. The Panel met a^in 
on January 6, 1969, to conclude its deliberations and to prepare its 
findings, which are presented below. 

I. SOOPE 

The study by the University of Colorado commenced in October 1966 
and continued for about two years. Case studies of 59 reports of UFOs 
are presented in detail, with 68 plates; of these, ten reports predated 
the project, but were so well documented that they were included. A 
chapter is devoted to UFOs in history, one to UFO study programs in 
foreigi countries, and one to UFOs reported in the 20 years preceding 
the study. Ten chapters are devoted to perceptual problems, processes 
of perception and reporting, psychological aspects of UFO reports, optics, 
radar, sonic boom, atmospheric electricity and plasma interpretations, 
balloons, Instrumentation for UFO searches, and statistical analyses. 
(Twenty-four appendixes add detailed technical background to the study. 
Volume 4 concludes with an index of 27 pages.) 

In our opinion the soope of the study was adequate to its purpose : 
a scientific study of UFO phenomena . 

II. METHODOLOGY 


As a rule, field trips were made to investi^te UFO reports only 
if they were less than a year old. The Report states that nearly all 
UFO sighting are of short duration, seldom last an hour and usually 
for a few minutes. Thus most investigations consisted of interviews 
with persons who made reports. Three teams, usually consisting of two 
persons each (a physical scientist and a psychologist, were employed 
in field investigations where telephonic communication with UFO-sighting 
individuals gave hope of gaining added information. The aim was to 
get a team to the site as quickly as possible after a reported sighting. 

(It was found that nearly all cases could be classified in such categories 
as pranks, hoaxes, naive interpretations, and various types of misinterpretations 
A few events, which did not fit these categories, are left unexplained.) 


Materials and conditions amenable to laboratory approaches were, 
investi^ted — e.g., alleged UFO parts by chemical analysis, automobile 
ignition failure by simulation studies, and UFO photography by photogrammetrir 
analyses. (Of 35 photographic cases investigated, nine are said to 
give evidence of probable fabrication, seven are classified as natural 
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or man-made phenomena, twelve provided insufficient data for analysis, 
and seven were considered to be possible fabrications; none proved to 
be "real objects with high strangeness.") 

Technically trained personnel were utilized by the University. 

The University group included a sub-p'oup on field investigations of 
UFO reports; their narration and interpretations of cases are reasonable 
and adequate. Leading groups were engaged under contract for specialized 
work — e.g., Stanford Research Institute on radar anomalies and a subsidiary 
of the Raytheon Corporation for photogrammetric analyses. Divergent 
views of those few scientists who have looked into UFOs were taken into 
account. The history of the subject was also surveyed, including the 
experiences in some other nations. Finally, extensive use was made 
of many specialists in various public and private laboratories. 

The Report makes clear that with the best means at our disposal, positive 
correlation of all UFO reports with identifiable, known phenomena is 
not possible. No study, past, current or future, can provide the basis 
for stating categorically that a familiar phenomenon will necessarily 
be linkable to every sighting. The Report is free of dogmatism 
on this matter. It is also clear, as one goes through the 
descriptions of UFO sightings, whether in the Report or in other literature, 
that while some incidents have no positive identification with familiar 
phenomena, they also have no positive identification with extraterrestrial 
visitors or artifacts. 

We think the methodology and approach were well chosen, in accordance 
with accepted standards of scientific investigation . 

III. FINDINGS 

The study concludes (a) that about 90 percent of all UFO reports 
prove to be quite plausibly related to ordinary phenomena, (b) that 
little if anything has come from the study of UFOs in the past 21 years 
that has added to scientific knowledge, and (c) that further extensive 
study of' UFO sightings is not justified in the expectation that science 
will be advanced thereby. At the same time it is emphasized in the 
Report that (c) is an opinion based on evidence now available. 

The Report's findings and evaluations — essentially eight in number, 
presented in Its first section — are concerned with official secrecy 
on UFOs, UFOs as a possible defense hazard, the future governmental 
handling of UFO-sighting reports, and five of them relate to the question 
of what if any further investigation of UFOs appear warranted in the 
light of the study. We paraphrase and simnnarize these findings and 
evaluations below, appending our comments. 

1. On secrecy. Is the subject "shrouded in official secrecy"? 

The study found no basis for this contention. 

We accept this finding of the study . 
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2. On defense, (a) Is there evidence that UFO sightings may represent 
a defense hazard? No such evidence came to light in the study. This, 
however, was not an objective of the study and was properly construed 

as a Department of Defense matter, (b) The Report states: "The history 
of the past 21 years has repeatedly led Air Force officers to the conclusion 
that none of the things seen, or thought to have been seen, which pass 
by the name of UFO reports, constituted any hazard or threat to national 
security." 

We concur with the position described in (a). As to (b), we found 
no evidence in the Report or other literature to contradict the quoted 
statement . 

3. On future UFO sightings. "The question remains as to what, 
if anything, the federal government should do about the UFO reports 
it receives from the general public?" The Report found no basis for 
activity related to such sighting reports "in the expectation that they 
are going to contribute to the advance of science," but the Department of 
Defense should handle these in its normal surveillance operations with¬ 
out need for such special units as Project Blue Book. 

We concur in this recommendation . 

4-8. On further investigation. (4) should the federal government 
"set up a major new agency, as some have suggested for the scientific 
study of UFOs"? The study found no basis for recommendation of this 
kind. (5) Would further extensive study of UFO sightings contribute 
to science? "Our general conclusion is that nothing has come from the 
study of UFOs in the past 21 years that has added to scientific know¬ 
ledge. The Report then notes that specific research topics may warrant 
consideration: (6) "There are important areas of atmospheric optics, 
including radio wave propagation, and of atmospheric electricity in 
which present knowledge is quite incomplete. These topics come to our 
attention in connection with the interpretation of some UFO reports, 
but they are also of fundamental scientific interest, and they are relevant 
to practical problems related to the improvement of safety of military 
and civilian flying. Research efforts are being carried out in these 
areas by the Department of Defense, the Environmental Science Services 
Administration, the National Aeronautics and Space Administration, and 
by universities and nonprofit research organizations such as the National 
Center for Atmospheric Research, whose work is sponsored by the National 
Science Foundation." 

The Report also observes (?) that UFO reports and beliefs are also 
of Interest to "the social scientist and the conanunications specialist." 

In these areas particularly — i.e., (6) and (7) — the study suggests 
(8) that "scientists with adequate training.and credentials who do come 
up with a clearly defined, specific proposal" should be supported, implying 
that normal competitive procedures and assessments of proposals should 
be followed here as is customary. 
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We concur with these evaluations and recommendations. 


IV. PANEL CONCLUSION 

The range of topics in the Report is extensive and its various 
chapters, dealing with many aspects of the subject, should prove of 
value to scholars in many fields. Its analyses and findings are pertinent 
and useful in any future assessment of activity in this field. We 
concur in the reconmendation suggesting that no high priority in UFO 
investigations is warranted by data of the past two decades. 

We are unanimous in the opinion that this has been a very credi¬ 
table effort to apply objectively the relevant techniques of science 
to the solution of the UFO problem. The Report recognizes that there 
remain UFO sightings that are not easily explained. The Report does 
suggest, however, so many reasonable and possible directions in which 
an explanation may eventually be found, that there seems to be no reason 
to attribute them to an extraterrestrial source without evidence that 
is much more convincing. The Report also shows how difficult it is 
to apply scientific methods to the occasional transient sightings with 
any chance of success. While further study of particular aspects of 
the topic (e.g., atmospheric phenomena) may be useful, a study of UFOs 
in general is not a promising way to expand scientific understanding 
of the phenomena. On the basis of present knowledge the least likely 
explanation of UFOs is the hypothesis of extraterrestrial visitations 
by intelligent beings. 

—Gerald M. Clemence, chairman; H. R. Crane, David M.. Dennison, Wallace 
0. Fenn, H. Keffer Hartline, E. R. Hil^rd, Mark Kec, Francis W. Reschelderier, 
William W. Rubey, C. D. Shane, Oswald G. Villar, Jr. 

Attachments: 

—List of Panel Members 
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UFO FACT SHEET 


The Air Force investigation of UFO’s began in 1948 and was known 
as Project Sign. Later the name was changed to Project Grudge, and 
in 1953, it became Project Blue Book. Between 1948 and 1969 we investi¬ 
gated 12,618 reported sightings. 

The following is a statistical listing of reported UFO sightings 
during the Air Force investigation: 



TOTAL UFO SIGHTINGS, 

1947 - 1969 

YEAR 

TOTAL SIGHTINGS 

UNIDENTIFIED 

1947 

122 

12 

1948 

156 

7 

1949 

. 186 

22 

1950 

210 

27 

1951 

169 

22 

1952 

1,501 

303 

1953 

509 

42 

1954 

487 

46 

1955 

545 

24 

1956 

670 

14 

1957 

1,006 

14 

1958 

627 

10 

1959 

390 

12 

I960 

557 

14 

1961 

591 

13 

1962 

474 

15 

1963 

399 

14 

1964 

562 

19 

1965 

887 

16 

1966 

1,112 

32 

1967 

937 

19 

1968 

375 

3 

1969 

146 

1 

TOTAL 

12,618 

701 


Of these total sightings, 11,917 were found to have been caused 
by material objects (such as balloons, satellites, and aircraft), immaterial 
objects (such as lightning, reflections and other natural phenomena), 
astronomical objects (such as stars, planets, the sun and the moon), 
weather conditions and hoaxes. As indicated only 701 reported sightings 
remain unexplained. 
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On December 17, 1969 the Secretary of the Air Force announced the 
termination of Project Blue Book. 

The decision to discontinue UFO investigations was based on an 
evaluation of a report prepared by the University of Colorado entitled, 
"Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects;" a review of the Univer¬ 
sity of Colorado's report by the National Academy of Sciences; past 
UFO studies; and Air Force experience investigating UFO reports for 
two decades. 

As a result of these investigations and studies, and experience 
gained from investigating UFO reports since 1948, the conclusions of 
Project Blue Book were: (1) no UFO reported, investigated, and evalu¬ 
ated by the Air Force has ever given any indication of threat to our 
national security; (2) there has been no evidence submitted to or dis¬ 
covered by the Air Force that sightings categorized as "unidentified" 
represent technological developments or principles beyond the range 
of present day scientific knowledge; and (3) there has been no evidence 
indicating that sightings categorized as "unidentified" are extrater¬ 
restrial vehicles. 

With the termination of Project Blue Book, the Air Force regulation 
establishing and controlling the program for investigating and analyzing 
UFOs was rescinded. All documentation regarding the former Blue Book 
investigation was permanently transferred to the Modern Military Branch, 
National Archives and Records Service, 8th and Pennsylvania Avenue, 
Washington, D.C. 20408, and is available for public review and analysis. 

In 1977, President Carter asked the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration (NASA) to look into the possibility of resuming UFO investi¬ 
gations. After studying all the facts available, they decided that 
nothing would be gained by further investigation. The Air Force agrees 
with that decision. If, however, firm evidence is found justifying 
further investigation, an appropriate agency will be directed to under¬ 
take the effort. 

There are a number of universities and professional scientific 
organizations such as the American Association for the Advancement of 
Science, which have considered UFO phenomena during periodic meetings 
and seminars. In addition, a list of private organizations interested 
in aerial phenomena may be found in Gale's Encyclopedia of Associations 
(Edition 8, Vol I, pp. 432-3). Such timely review of the situation 
by private groups insures that sound evidence will not be overlooked 
by the scientific community. 

For further reference material, two documents are available from 
the National Technical Information Service, U.S. Department of Commerce, 
Springfield, VA 22151: 
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Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects . Study conducted 
by the University of Colorado under contract F44£>20-76-C-0035. Three 
volumes, 1,465 p. 68 plates. Photoduplicated hard copies of the official 
report may be ordered for $6 per volume, $18 the set of three, as AD 
680:975, AD 680:976, and AD 680:977. 

Review of University of Colorado Report on Unidentified 
Flying Objects. Review of report by a panel of the National Academy 
of Sciences. National Academy of Sciences, 1969, 6p. Photoduplicated 
hard copies may be ordered for $3 as AD 688:541. 
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TOTAL UFO (OBJECT) SIGHTINGS 


(Compiled 17 Jan 66) 


YEAR 

TOTAL 

SIGHTINGS 

UNIDENTIFIED 

SOURCE 

1947 

122 

12 

Case Files 

1948 

156 

7 

Case Files 

1949 

186 

22 

Blue Book, page 108 

1950 

210 

27 

Case Files 

1951 

169 

22 

Case Files 

1952 

1,501 

303 

Blue Book, page 108 

1953 

509 

42 

Case Files 

1954 

487 

46 

Case Files 

1955 

545 

24 

Case Files 

1956 

670 

14 

Case Files 

1957 

1,006 

14 

Case Files 

1958 

627 

10 

Case Files 

1959 

390 

12 

Case Files 

1960 

557 

14 

Case Files 

1961 

591 

13 

Case Files 

1962 

474 

15 

Case Files 

1963 

399 

14 

Case Files 

1964 

562 

19 

Case Files 

1965 

886 

16 

Case Files 


10,147 

646 



STATB-nCAL DATA FOR TEARS 1933-1984 


TOTAL CASES BT CATEQORT (Complied l Nor 95) 



1953 

1954 

1955 

1959 

1957 

1951 

1959 

I960 

1991 

1992 

1963 

1994 

TOTAL 


— 



——■ 

— 


— 


— 


— 


Astronomical 

175 

137 

139 

222 

341 

211 

144 

233 

203 

na 

B5 

123 

2197 

Aircraft 

73 

10 

124 

14* 

211 

106 

93 

96 

77 

99 

73 

71 

1187 

Balloon 

79 

93 

102 

93 

114 

59 

31 

22 

37 

19 

29 

20 

999 

Insufficient Data 

79 

103 

95 

132 

191 

111 

65 

103 

113 

94 

59 

99 

1241 

Other 

93 

Bl 

65 

61 

120 

93 

75 

94 

77 

93 

SB 

99 

918 

SaielUts 

0 

0 

0 

0 

9 

11 

0 

21 

99 

77 

92 

142 

417 

Unidentified 

42 

46 

24 

14 

14 

10 

12 

14 

13 

15 

14 

19 

237 

TOTAL 

ASTRONOMIC AL SIGHTINGS 

50? 

4*7 

73! 

970 

foo7 

657 

355 

737 

757 

474 

355 

s«3 

6877 

Meteors 

70 

92 

79 

69 

179 

199 

too 

127 

119 

95 

57 

91 

1295 

Stars and Planets 

101 

44 

52 

131 

144 

99 

40 

43 

72 

36 

23 

55 

•03 

Other 

4 

1 

4 

3 

11 

7 

4 

3 

9 

3 

5 

7 

97 

TOTAL 

vn 

137 

73! 

72 

TJT 

1ST 

771 

13! 

353 

737 

H 

733 

3177 


OTHER CASES 


Hoaxes, Hallucinations, 
Unreliable Repor.* and 


Psychological Causes 

13 

9 

18 

16 

37 

29 

14 

13 

17 

11 

19 

34 

226 

MlssUes and Pockets 

2 

1 

1 

3 

2 

9 

14 

12 

13 

9 

13 

7 

83 

Reflections 

4 

6 

4 

3 

* 

7 

11 

9 

3 

3 

0 

2 

34 

Flares and Flrewcr** 

1 

4 

6 

6 

6 

3 

5 

7 

4 

3 

3 

7 

39 

Mtrares and hrrerstons 

3 

2 

4 

1 

« 

2 

4 

3 

8 

3 


2 

37 

Search and Groundllchta 

9 

6 

14 

9 

12 

a 

3 

6 

1 

3 

2 

6 

21 

Clouds and Contrails 

6 

3 

2 

1 

9 

3 

3 

4 

3 

4 

3 

0 

47 

Chaff 

0 

2 

0 

1 

2 

6 

1 

4 

3 

5 

2 

1 

27 

Birds 

4 

7 

2 

6 

1 

1 

0 

3 

2 

2 


4 

34 

Radar Analysis 

13 

7 

1 

8 

27 

3 

9 

8 

9 

0 

1 

2 

67 

Photo Analysis 

1 

1 

2 

4 

1 

7 

4 

6 

3 

2 

3 

8 

40 

P hr steal Soecimens 

1 

B 

3 

3 

3 

10 

3 

7 

4 

13 

3 

8 

70 

Satellite Decay 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

9 

3 

3 

4 

3 

23 

Other 

1 

7 

4 

0 

9 

5 

3 

3 

4 

2 

4 

6 

49 

TOTAL 

62 

“77 

“73 

"77 

“T5o 

“53 

73 

“54 

“77 

“57 

“33 

"Si 

“sir 











STATISTICS FOR IMS 


(Compiled 18 Jin 1006) 



JAN 

FEB 

MAR 

APR 

MAY 

JUN 

JUL 

AUG 

SEP 

OCT 

NOV DEC TOTAL 

ASTRONOMICAL 

10 

a 

11 

4 

2 

10 

27 

82 

30 

27 

22 

12 245 

AIRCRAFT 

11 

a 

14 

11 

14 

7 

32 

81 

20 

13 

14 

5 210 

BALLOON 

3 

2 

1 

3 

0 

3 

7 

8 

2 

7 

0 

2 38 

INSUFFICIENT DATA 

5 

4 

2 

4 

4 

2 

18 

24 

15 

5 

3 

1 85 

OTHER 

11 

8 

7 

8 

5 

6 

ft 

42 

• 7 

9 

11 

3 126 

SATELLITE 

4 

5 

5 

5 

15 

S 

42 

41 

24 

3 

0 

3 152 

UNIDENTIFIED 

l 

0 

2 

1 

1 


2 

4 

4 

0 

1 

0 18 

PENDING 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

2 

8 

4 

2 17 

TOTAL 

45 

35 

43 

30 

4l 

33 

Itt 

202 

104 

70 

55 

20 887 

ASTRONOMICAL CASES 














JAN 

FEB 

MAR 

APR 

MAY 

JUN 

JUL 

AUG 

SEP 

OCT 

NOV DEC TOTAL 

Meteors 

6 

0 

8 

2 

2 

4 

14 

28 

13 

6 

9 

5 101 

Stars and Planets 

3 

1 

3 

2 

0 

5 

10 

55 

18 

20 

13 

7 135 

Orner 

la 

lb 

0 

0 

0 

lc 

3d 

It 

la 

If 

0 

0 ft 

TOTAL 

10 

I 

11 

4 

2 

10 

27 

82 

TO 

27 

22 

12 245 


ui So Ur Image (b) Moon (c) Sun (d) Reflected Moonlight, Parhelia, Moon (e) Reflected Moonlight (f) Comet Ikeya-Seki 


OTHER CATEGORY 


JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC TOTAL 


Hoaxes, Hallucinations, 
Unreliable Reports and 
Psychological Causes S 

Missiles and Rockets 
Reflections 
Flares and Fireworks 
Mirares and Inversions 
Search and Ground Lights 2 


Clouds and Contrails 1 

Chafl 

Birds 1 

Phvsical Specimens 
Radar Analysis 
Photo Analysis 

Satellite Decay 0 

Miscellaneous _2ab 

TOTAL 11 


3 


1 

2 

lc 

1 

a 


4 12 1 

1 

1 

1 


0 10 0 


2 


le lg 

2dl Id lj 

110 1 

2W lb 

7 8 5 0 


2 


12 

3 

2 

1 

3 

2 

1 


1 3 0 

1 1 3 

1 1 1 


0 0 2 
1 


3 1 

lr Iw 

3gmn 

2k) 5x 1) 

0 2 0 

4sbbb 

9.42 7 


1 1 


1 0 

lh 3tuv 
9 U 


0 

1 


0 


1 


1 


5 


34 

10 

11 

12 

13 

IB 


(at Tracer Bullets (b) Misinterpretation ol Conventional Objects (c) Metal Ball (d) Developer Smear (e) Anomalous Propagation 
If) Kites (g) Electronic Counter Measures (h) Debris In Wind ()) No Image on Film (k) Poor Photo Process (1) Free Falling Object 
\mt Filse Targets tnl Weather Returns (p) Emulsion Flaws <r) Plastic Bags (s) Man on Ground (t) Lightning (uj Chemical Trails 
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FIREBALL REPORT 


Persona observing a fireball or meteor should report the information to 
the American Meteor Society. The information desired is contained below. 


A very brilliant meteor or fireball is re¬ 
ported to have passed in your vicinity on ... . 

at the hour of.Will you please answer 

as fully as possible the following questions, 
which are asked on behalf of the American Me¬ 
teor Society in order that permanent records of 
such phenomena may be obtained. When these 
reports are published each contributor whose 
report is fairly complete will be mentioned, if 


possible, and due credit given. It is only by the 
help of those who can give personal information 
that data can be secured lor the computation of 
the orbits of meteors. These data are of great 
scientific value and all reasonable efforts should 
be made to obtain them. You will be unable prob¬ 
ably to answer all questions below, but answer 
those you can, as they may be of the greatest 
importance. 
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Section 4-SCIENTIFIC. ENGINEERING AND TECHNICAL ORGANIZATIONS 


*4649* 

AMALGAMATED FLYING SAUCER CLUBS OF AMERICA (PkMOMM) (AFSCA) 

P.O Sox 64 Phone: (213) 969-0436 

Northndge. CA 91324 Gabriel Grew. Prts. 

Fitated: 1959. MNtoi: 5000. 1*4 6m*: 110. "World-wide research 
organization with members m all 50 state and in 23 toreian countries to inform 
the general public about the reality ot Hying saucers (extraterrestrial spacecraft 
piloted by advanced men ana women from other planets and star systems) and 
o! their plan tor imparting tneir advanced knowiedoe to me people of the Earth 
m order to resolve present world problems.' AFSCA serves as a source ol 
"comactee-oriemed' dying saucer information. including books, photographs, 
contacted reports, and spacs taoea ("tape recorded messages from space 
people ). Lpca units hold public meetings to promote knowledge ot the saicar 
sublet and serve as soirees tor information and literature tn their areas. 
PvMiatian: Flying Saucers international, quart or ty. 

*4646* 

INTERNATIONAL FORTEAN ORGANIZATION (nemesi) ONFO) 

P 0. Box 367 Phone: (703) 920*7120 

Arlington. VA 22210 Paul J. Willis. Dir. 

Fisted: 196S. Meaberi: 1500. Scientists, scholars, and laymen concerned with 
new and unusual scientific discoveries, pfuiosoomc problems pertaining to the 
criteria of scientific validity, and theories of knowledge. Maintains library of 
5000 volumes in the physical, biological, and psychological sciences. Named 
after Charles Moy For (1874-1932). an American journalist wno was interested 
m researching and documenting unusual and unexplained natural phenomena. 
PsMicuou: (1) Fortran Times, bimonthly; (2) The into Journal, bimonthly; (3) 
Occasional Papers. Sepentea: fortaan Society. Caembas/ Mnuag: annual. 

*4647* 

NATIONAL INVESTIGATIONS COMMITTEE ON AERIAL PWHOM0U (NICAP) 

"'35 University Btvd. W.. Suite 23 Phone; (301) 949-1267 

nsmgion. MD 20795 John L. Acuft. Pres, 

rflintel: 1956. Mutters: 4000. SM: 5. Persons interested in aerial phenomena, 
particularly unidentified flying objects (UFOs); panel of advisat includes 
scientists, engineers, aviation experts, clergymen, retired military officers* and 
professors. To gamer, analyze, evaluate, and disseminate reliable information 
on aerial phenomena. Promotes scientific investigation. Field investigations 
cameo out by technically oriented subcommittees (35 U.S.). Provides 
bioiiograpme and source matenats to students, exchange data to scientific 
societies and mdividuat scientists, and semMecflmcal reports to scientists. 
Congress, and the press. Maintains large library on aerial phenomena aviation, 
astronomy, and collection ot magazine amass, newspaper clippings, letters* 
and oiner documents. Sponsors a lecture program and an exhibit. Involved with 
a computer study. Proiea ACCESS. Piteaneu; The U.F.O. Investigator, 
mommy ; also publishes UFO Evidence; UFO Wave at 1947; Strange Effects from 
UFOs. Board ot governors meets quarterly. 

*4641* 

SAUCER AND UNEXPLAINED CELESTIAL EVENTS RESEARCH SOCIETY 
(PteteMn) (SAUCERS) 

P.O. Box 2226 Phone:(304)269-2719 

Clarksburg, WV 26301 Gray Barker. Exec. Officer 

Touted: 1954 Misters: 6000. SUf: 3. Persons interested m UFOs (unidentified 
Hying objects, popularly called flying saucers). Sponsors monthly lectures tn 
New York City and speeches to colleges and other institutions throughout the 
United States. Conducts research. Maintains library of several thousand UFO 
books and periodicals. Pa Miami: Newsletter, irregular. Takes part in annual 
convention known as me Congress o> Scientific Ufologists. Caimbet/ Mnuq: 
annual. 

*4841* 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION CENTER FOR SHORT LIVED PROOIttM 
135 Ale wile Brook Pint. Ptione; 1617)868-4793 

Cambridge. MA 02138 Rooen Citron. Oir. 

fornate: 1968. Funded by Snuthsoman Institution. Serves as a clearing house 
lor receipt and dissemination ot information concerning rare or infrequent 
natural events wtuen mtgm go u noose me d or umnvestigated. such as remote 
tame eruptions, birth ot new islands, fall of meteorites and large fireballs* 
. sudden cnanges in oiotogical and ecological systems. Observers all over 
ine world including news media, private citizens, individual scientists, and 
scientific observatories report on any such snort-lived events. Rapid team 
mooiiization will enaoie research teams, with instruments and equipment, to get 
mto evem areas m as snort a time as possible to collect data mat mtgnt 
otherwise pe lost to science. PxMiatwt: (i) Event information Reports, daily; 
(2) Event Notification Reports, daily: (3) Annual Report; (4) Event Reports, 
irregular. 


*4850* 

SOCIETY FOR THE INVESTIGATION OF THE UNEXPLAINED (I*«w*m> (SITU) 
R.O.One Phone:(201)496-4366 

Columbia. NJ 07832 AJbtna Zwerver. Exec.Set 

FeateS:. 1965. Miten: 1250. An organization "tor the acquisition 
investigation and dissemination ot information on reoorts ot all tangible items m 
the fields ot chemistry, astronomy, geology, biology and anthropology, that are 
not readily explained.'' Encourages tieia worn and on*the-soot investigation by 
offering advice, helping to raise funds and arranging contacts lor members who 
are planning field trips and expeditions. Field work and research are reviewed 
by a panel of twenty saenttsts. Oissemmates mtormation on findings through 
ns quarterly journal, papers and reoorts. Current mvestigauons conducted by 
Society members include such areas as anoem Egyptian television, ringing 
rocks, entombed toads and poltergeist manifestations. The Soacfy maintains 
information tiles oi original material, a mao collection and a specialized kbrvy. 
Cmmmi: Activities; Library, htetiatiaii: (1) Pursuit, quarterly; (2) Annual 
Report: also publishes occasional papers and spec* reports. 

*4851* 

UFO INFORMATION RETRIEVAL CENTER (PIMam) (UFOIRC) 

P.O. Box 57 Phonr (301) 435-0705 

Riderwood. MO 21139 Thomas M. Olsen. Pro. 

Fomtei: 1966. To collect, ana tyre, publish and disseminata information on 
reports of unidentified flying objects. PteUabeen Reference tor Outstanding 
UFO Sighting Reports, irregular. 

*4644* 

AERIAL PHUOMOM RESEARCH ORGANIZATION (AFRO) 

3910 E. Kletndatfid. Phonr (602) 793-1825 

Tucson. AZ 85712 Coral E. Lorenzen. Sec.-Trees, 

featet: 1952. M«tere: 3000. SUB: 1 To conduct investigations and research 
into the phenomenon of unidentified flying objects (UFOs) and to tind a 
scientifically acceptable solution to this phenomenon. Has special 
representatives in over 50 countries. Uses sennas of ow thirty staff 
consultants in fields ranging from biochemistry to astronomy. Maintains 
COMCAT. computer catalog ot all available UFO reports. PatekabMr Bulletin, 
monthly. 
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PROJECT BLUE BOOK 


The United States Air Force has the responsibility under the Department of Defense for the 
investigation of unidentified flying objects (UFOs). The name of this program, which has been in 
operation since 1948, is Project Blue Book. It has been identified in the past as Project Sign and 
Project Grudge. 

Air Force interest in unidentified flying objects is related directly to the Air Force responsi¬ 
bility for the air defense of the United States. Procedures for conducting this program are estab¬ 
lished by Air Force Regulation 200-2. 

The objectives of Project Blue Book are two-fold: first, to determine whether UFOs pose a 
threat to the security of the United States; and, second, to determine whether UFOs exhibit any 
unique scientific information or advanced technology which could contribute to scientific or technical 
research. In the course of accomplishing these objectives, Project Blue Book strives to identify 
and explain all UFO sightings reported to the Air Force. 


HOW THE PROGRAM IS CONDUCTED 

The program is conducted in three phases. The first phase includes receipt of UFO reports 
and initial investigation of the reports. The Air Force base nearest the location of a reported sight¬ 
ing is charged with the responsibility of investigating the sighting and forwarding the information to 
the Project Blue Book Office at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio. 

If the initial investigation does not reveal a positive identification or explanation, a second 
phase of more intensive analysis is conducted by the Project Blue Book Office. Each case is objec¬ 
tively and scientifically analyzed, and, if necessary, all of the scientific facilities available to the 
Air Force can be used to assist in arriving at an identification or explanation. All personnel asso¬ 
ciated with the investigation, analysts, and evaluation efforts of the project view each report with 
a scientific approach and an open mind. 

The third phase of the program is dissemination of information concerning UFO sightings, 
evaluations, and statistics. This is accomplished by the Secretary of the Air Force, Office of In¬ 
formation. 

The Air Force defines an unidentified flying object as any aerial object which the observer is 
unable to identify. 

Reports of unfamiliar objects in the sky are submitted to the Air Force from many sources. 
These sources include military and civilian pilots, weather observers, amateur astronomers, 
business and professional men and women, and housewives, etc. 

Frequently such objects as missiles, balloons, birds, kites, searchlights, aircraft navigation 
and anticollision beacons, jet engine exhaust, condensation trails, astronomical bodies and meteor¬ 
ological phenomena are mistakenly reported as unidentified flying objects. 

The Air Force groups its evaluations of UFO reports under three general headings: (1) identified, 
(2) insufficient data, and (3) unidentified. 
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Identified reports are those for which sufficient specific information has been accumulated and 
evaluated to permit a positive identification or explanation of the object. 

Reports categorized as Insufficient Data are those for which one or more elements of informa¬ 
tion essential for evaluation are missing. Some examples are the omission of the duration of the 
sighting, date, time, location, position in the sky, weather conditions, and the manner of appearance 
or disappearance. If an element is missing and there is an indication that the sighting may be of a 
security, scientific, technical, or public interest value, the Project Blue Book Office conducts an 
additional investigation and every attempt is made to obtain the information necessary for identifi¬ 
cation. However, in some instances, essential information cannot be obtained, and no further action 
can be taken. 

The third and by far the smallest group of evaluations is categorized as Unidentified. A sight¬ 
ing is considered unidentified when a report apparently contains all pertinent data necessary to 
suggest a valid hypothesis concerning the cause or explanation of the report but the description of 
the object or its motion cannot be correlated with any known object or phenomena. 


TYPES OF UFO IDENTIFICATIONS AND EVALUATIONS 

There are various types of UFO sightings. Most common are reports of astronomical sightings, 
which include bright stars, planets, comets, fireballs, meteors, auroral streamers, and other celes¬ 
tial bodies. When observed through haze, light fog, moving clouds, or other obscurations or unusual 
conditions, the planets, including Venus, Jupiter, and Mars have been reported as unidentified flying 
objects. Stellar mirages are also a source of reports. 

Satellites are another major source of UFO reports. An increase in satellites reported as UFOs 
has come about because of two factors. The first is the increase of interest on the part of the public; 
the second is the increasing number of satellites in the skies. Positive knowledge of the location of all 
satellites at all times enables rapid identification of satellite sightings. Keeping track of man-made 
objects in orbit about the earth is the responsibility of the North American Air Defense Command 
Space Detection and Tracking System. This sophisticated electronic system gathers complex space 
traffic data instantly from tracking stations all over the world. 

Other space surveillance activities include the use of ballistic tracking and large telescopic cam¬ 
eras. ECHO schedules are prepared by the NASA Goddard Space Flight Center at Greenbelt, Maryland, 
and schedules of the South/North equator crossings are prepared by the Smithsonian Institution at 
Cambridge, Massachusetts. From the data produced by these agencies, satellites mistakenly reported 
as UFOs can be quickly identified. Some of these are visible to the naked eye. 

Aircraft account for another major source of UFO reports, particularly during adverse weather 
conditions. When observed at high altitudes and at some distance, aircraft can have appearances rang¬ 
ing from disc to rocket shapes due to the reflection of the sun on their bright surfaces. Vapor or con¬ 
densation trails from jet aircraft will sometimes appear to glow fiery red or orange when reflecting 
sunlight. Afterburners from jet aircraft are often reported as UFOs since they can be seen from great 
distances when the aircraft cannot be seen. 

The Project Blue Book Office has direct contact with all elements of the Air Force and the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency civil air control centers. All aerial refueling operations and special training 
flights can be checked immediately. Air traffic of commercial airlines and flights of military aircraft 
are checked with the nearest control center, enabling an immediate evaluation of aircraft mistakenly 
reported as UFOs. However, since many local flights are not carried, these flights are probable causes 
of some reports. 
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Balloons continue to be reported as UFOs. Several thousand balloons are released each day from 
military and civilian airports, weather stations, and research activities. There are several types of 
balloons - weather balloons, rawlnsondes, radiosondes, and the large research balloons which have 
diameters up to 300 feet. At night, balloons carry running lights which cause an unusual appearance 
when observed. Reflection of the sun on balloons at dawn and sunset sometimes produce strange ef¬ 
fects. This usually occurs when theballoon, because of its altitudes, is exposed to the sun. Large bal¬ 
loons can move at speeds of over 100 miles per hour when moving in high altitude jet windstrearns. 
These balloons sometimes appear to be flattened on top. At other times, they appear to be saucer- 
shaped and to have lights mounted inside the bag itself due to the sun ’s rays reflecting through the 
material of the balloon. The Balloon Control Center at Holloman Air Force Base, New Mexico, main¬ 
tains a plot on all Military Upper Air Research Balloons. 

Another category of UFO evaluations labeled Other includes missiles, reflections, mirages, 
searchlights, birds, kites, spurious radar indications, hoaxes, fireworks, and flares. 

Aircraft, satellites, balloons, and the like should NOT be reported since they do not fall within 
the definition of an unidentified flying object. 
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CONCLUSIONS 


To date, the firm conclusions of Project Blue Book are: (1) no unidentified flying object reported, 
investigated, and evaluated by the Air Force has ever given any indication of threat to our national 
security; (2) there has been no evidence submitted to or discovered by the Air Force that sightings 
categorized as unidentified represent technological developments or principles beyond the range of 
present day scientific knowledge; and (3) there has been no evidence indicating that sightings categor¬ 
ized as unidentified are extraterrestrial vehicles. 

The Air Force will continue to investigate all reports of unusual aerial phenomena over the United 
States. The services of qualified scientists and technicians will continue to be used to investigate and 
analyze these reports, and periodic reports on the subject will be made. 

The former Chairman of the House Armed Services Committee, Mr. Carl Vinson, recently com¬ 
mented on the conduct of the UFO program by the Air Force and stated that Congressional hearings 
on this subject are unnecessary. 

The Air Force does not deny the possibility that some form of life may exist on other planets in 
the universe. However, to date, the Air Force has neither received nor discovered any evidence which 
proves the existence and intra-space mobility of extraterrestrial life. The Air Force continues to ex¬ 
tend an open invitation to anyone who feels that he possesses any evidence of extraterrestrial vehicles 
operating within the earth’s near space envelope to submit his evidence for analysis. Initial contact 
for this purpose is through the following address: 

PROJECT BLUE BOOK INFORMATION OFFICE 

SAFOI 

WASHINGTON, D C 20330 

Anyone observing what he considers to be an unidentified flying object should report it to the 
nearest Air Force Base. Persons submitting a UFO report to the Air Force are free to discuss any 
aspect of the report with anyone. The Air Force does not seek to limit discussion on such reports and 
does not withhold or censor any information pertaining to this unclassified program. 
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NON AVAILABILITY OF MATERIALS 


The following items are for internal use only and are not available for 
distribution to the public. These concern internal management and procedures 
for forwarding UFO reports to the appropriate agency: 

1. Air Force Regulation 200-2 

2. JANAP 146 

The Air Force has no films, photographs, maps, charts, or graphs of un¬ 
identified flying objects. Photographs that have been submitted for evaluation 
in conjunction with UFO reports have been determined to be a misinterpreta¬ 
tion of natural or conventional objects. These objects have a positive identifi¬ 
cation. 

The Air Force no longer possesses, and thus does not have for distribu¬ 
tion, outdated reports on Project Sign, Project Grudge, Blue Book Special 
Report No. 14, and outdated Project Blue Book press releases. Non-military 
UFO publications should be requested from the publisher, not the Air Force. 
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SUGGESTED READING MATERIAL 


Books listed below deal with facts and theories about our solar universe, the sun, planets, comets, 
meteorites, the universe, stars, constellations and galaxies; telescopes, the computation of time as 
it relates to astronomy, star maps and charts, and the history of astronomy. 

SKY & TELESCOPE , by Sky Publishing Corporation, Harvard College Observatory, Cambridge, Mass. 
02138. Monthly Magazine, 60 cents per copy. 

WEATHER ELEMENTS, by BLAIR, published Prentice Hall. Has an excellent chapter on often mis- 
identified weather phenomena. 

PLANETS, STARS. AND SPACE, by CHAMBERLAIN, JOSEPH M. St NICHOLSON, THOMAS D. An 
illustrated, non-technical explanation of the earth, planets, stars, and the universe. Prepared in co¬ 
operation with the American Museum of Natural History. 

JUNIOR SCIENCE BOOK OF STARS , by CROSBY, PHOEBE. An easy-to-read, exciting story of what 
scientists know about the stars, planets, the moon, and the MILKY WAY. 

CHALLENGE OF THE UNIVERSE, by HYNEK, J. ALLEN & ANDERSON, NORMAN. Discusses the 
nature of the universe; astronomy and cosmology, published by Scholastic Press. 

THE STORY OF THE STARS, by MALONEY, TERRY. An introduction to the universe; our solar sys¬ 
tem, our galaxy, and other galaxies. Many interesting illustrated analogies help build concepts of size 
and distance. Includes references to the Van Allen radiation belts and zodiacal light observation of 
1960. 

THE WORLD OF FLYING SAUCERS, by MENZEL & BOYD. A scientific examination of the classic 
UFO reports. 

THE MOON, METEORITES. AND COMETS, Dtd 1963 , by MIDPLEHURST L KUIPER. Continuous analy¬ 
sis of Soviet moon photos. Chapter on Siberian meteorite and photos or comets computation of vari¬ 
ous comet orbital photos. 

THE NATURE OF LIGHT AND COLOR IN THE OPEN AIR, by MINNAERT, Dover Publications. This 
is an excellent paperback written in understandable lay language. 

METEORS, by OLIVIER. Standard text by foremost authority on meteors. 

PHOTOGRAPHIC HISTORY OF MARS , 1905-1961, by SLIPHER, E. C., published by Lowell Observa¬ 
tory. 

ANATOMY OF A PHENOMENON, by VALLE, JACQUES. 


FIRST MAN TO THE MOON , by VON BRAUN, WERNHER. 











Fact Sheet 

United States Air Force 

Secretary of the Air Force. Office of Public Affairs, Washinoton, D C. 20330 

INFORMATION OE-PFQS 


Thank you for your request for information on the Air Force's 
investigation of unidentified flying objects/ or UFO's, 

The Air Force investigation of UFO's began in 1948 and was 
known as Project Sign, Later the name was changed to Project 
Grudge, and in 1953, it became Project Blue Book. Between 1948 
and 1969 we investigated 12,618 reported sightings. 

Of these sightings, 11,917 were found to have been caused by 
material objects (such as balloons, satellites, and aircraft), 
immaterial objects (such as lightning, reflections, and other 
natural phenomena), astronomical objects (such as stars, planets, 
the sun, and the moon), weather conditions, and hoaxes. As 
indicated, only 701 reported sightings remain unexplained. 

On December 17, 1969, the Secretary of the Air Force 
announced the termination of Project Blue Book. The decision to 
discontinue UFO investigations was based on an evaluation of a 
report prepared by the University of Colorado entitled, 

"Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects?" a review of the 
University of Colorado's report by the National Academy of 
Sciences? past UFO studies; and the Air Force's two decades of 
experience investigating UFO reports. 

As a result of these investigations, studies, and experience, 
the conclusions of Project Blue Book were: (1) no UFO reported, 
investigated, and evaluated by the Air Force has ever given any 
indication of threat to our national security? (2) there has been 
no evidence submitted to or discovered by the Air Force that 
sightings categorized as "unidentified" represent technological 
developments or principles beyond the range of present day 
scientific knowledge? and (3) there has been no evidence 
indicating that sightings categorized as "unidentified" are 
extraterrestrial vehicles. 

With the termination of Project Blue Book, the Air Force 
regulation establishing and controlling the program for 
investigating and analyzing UFOs was .rescinded. All documentation 
regarding the former Blue Book investigation was permanently 
transferred to the Modern Military Branch, National Archives and 
Record Service, 8th and Pennsylvania Avenue, Washington DC 20408, 
and is available for public review and analysis. 




In 1977, President Carter asked the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration (NASA) to look into the possibility of resuming 
UFO investigations. After studying all the facts available, NASA 
decided that nothing would be gained by further investigation. The 
Air Force agrees with that decision. If, however, firm evidence is 
found justifying further investigation, an appropriate agency will be 
directed to undertake the effort. 


UFO 

SIGHTINGS 

BY YEAR 

YEAR 

TOTAL UNI 

rDENTIFIED 

1947 

112 

12 

1948 

156 

7 

1949 

186 

22 

1950 

210 

27 

1951 

169 

22 

1952 

1501 

303 

1953 

509 

42 

1954 

487 

46 

1955 

545 

24 

1956 

670 

14 

1957 

1006 

14 

1958 

627 

10 

1959 

390 

12 

1960 

557 

14 

1961 

591 

13 

1962 

474 

15 

1963 

399 

14 

1964 

562 

19 

1965 

887 

16 

1966 

1112 

32 

1967 

937 

19 

1968 

375 

3 

1969 

146 

1 

TOTAL: 

12,618 

701 


There are a number of universities and 
professional scientific organizations such 
as the American Association for the 
Advancement of Science, which have 
considered UFO phenomena during periodic 
meetings and seminars. In addition, a list 
of private organizations interested in 
aerial phenomena may be found in Gale's 
Encyclopedia of Associations. Such timely 
review of the situation by private groups 
insures that sound evidence will not be 
overlooked by the scientific community. 

For further reference material, two 
documents are available from the National 
Technical Information Service, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, 5285 Port Royal 
Road, Springfield, VA 22161. 




AERIAL PHENOMENA STUDY ORGANIZATIONS 
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Unidentified Flying Objects 


History 

The Air Force began investigating UFOs in 1948 under 
a program called Project Sign. Later the program's name 
was changed to Project Grudge, and in 1953 it became 
known as Project Blue Book. On Dec. 17, 1969, the 
secretary of the Air Force announced the termination 
of Project Blue Book. 

The decision to discontinue UFO investigations was 
based on a number of factors, including reports and studies 
by the University of Colorado and the National Academy 
of Sciences, as wed as past UFO studies and the Air Force s 
two decades of experience Investig a ting UFO reports. 

As a result of these investigations, studies, and 
Hience, the conclusions of Project Blue Book were: 

No UFO reported, investigated and evaluated by 
the Air Force has ever given any indication of threat 
to our national security. 

• There has been no evidence submitted to or 
discovered by the Air Force that sightings categorized 
as "unidentified" represent technological developments 
or principles beyond the range of present-day scientific 
knowledge. 


• There has been no evidence indicating that 
sightings categorized as "unidentified" are 
extraterrestrial vehicles. 

Between 1948 and 1969 the Air Force Investigated 
12,618 reported UFO sightings. Of these, 11,917 were 
found to have been caused by material objects such 
as balloons, satellites, and aircraft: immaterial objects 
such as lightning, reflections, and other natural 
phenomena: astronomical objects such as stars, planets, 
the sun, and the moon: weather conditions; and hoaxes. 
Only 701 reported sightings remain unexplained. 

More Information Available 

All documentation regarding the former Blue Book 
investigation was permanently transferred to the Modem 
Military Reference Branch, National Archives and 
Records Administration, 8th and Pennsylvania Ave., 
Washington, D.C. 20408, and is available for public 
review. A list of private organizations interested in aerial 
phenomena can be found in Gale’s Encyclopedia of 
Associations, available in the reference section of most 
libraries. 
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OXford 7-3189 (Copies) 


AIR FORCE TO TERMINATE * 

PROJECT ’’BLUE BOOK” 

Secretary of the Air Force Robert C. Seamans, Jr. t announced 
today the termination of Project Blue Book, the Air Force program 
for the investigation of unidentified flying objects (UFOs). 

In a memorandum to Air Force Chief of Staff General John D. Ryan, 
Secretary Seamans stated that "the continuation of Project Blue Book 
cannot be justified either on the ground of national security or in 
the interest of science,” and concluded that the project does not merit 
future expenditures of resources. 

The decision to discontinue UFO investigations was based on: 

- An evaluation of a report prepared by the University of 

v jrado entitled, "Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects.” 

- A review of the University of Colorado’s report by the 

National Academy of Sciences. /£ 

- Past UFO studies. 

- Air Force experience investigating UFO reports during the past 
two decades. 

Under the direction of Dr. Edward U. Condon, the University of 
Colorado completed an 18-month contracted study of UFOs and its report 
was released to the public in January, 1969. The report concluded that 
little if anything has come from the study of UFOs in the.past 21 years 
that has added to scientific knowledge, and that further extensive 
study of UFO sightings is not justified in the expectation that science 
will be advanced. 


i 


T-h"e- University of Colorado report also states that, ”It seems that 
only so much attention to the subject (UFOs) should be give as the 
Department of Defense deems to be necessary strictly from a defense point 
of view....It is our impression that the defense function could be 
performed within the framework established for intelligence and sur¬ 
veillance operations without the continuance of a special unit such as 

ect Blue Book, but this is a question for defense specialists rather 
research scientists.” 


A panel of the National Academy of Sciences made an independent 
assessment of the scope, methodology, and findings of the University of 


MORE 
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Colorado study. The panel concurred in the University of Colorado's 
recommendation that "no high priority in UFO investigations is 
warranted by data of the past two decades." It concluded by stating 
that, "On the basis of present knowledge, the least likely explanation 
of UFOs is the hypothesis of extraterrestrial visitations by intelligent 
beings." v 


Past UFO studies include 
Panel of UFOs in January, 1953 
Project Blue Book by the Air Fo 
Committee, February-March , 1966 
studies concluded that no evide 
reports reflect a threat to our 


one conducted by a Scientific Advisory 
(Robertson Panel); and, a review of 
rce Scientific Advisory Board Ad Hoc 
(Dr. Brian O'Brien, Chairman). These 
nee has been found that any of the UFO 
national security. 


As a result of investigating UFO reports since 1948, the 
conclusions of Project Blue Book are: (1) no UFO reported, investi¬ 

gated, and evaluated by the Air Force has ever given any indication 
of threat to our national security; (2) there has been no evidence 
submitted or discovered by the Air Force that sightings categorized ^ 

"unidentified" represent technological developments or principles 
jnd the range of present-day scientific knowledge; and (3) there 
has been no evidence indicating that sightings categorized as "unidenti¬ 
fied" are extraterrestrial vehicles. 


Project Blue Book records will be retired to the USAF Archives, 
Maxwell Air Force Base, Alabama. Requests for information will 
continue to be handled by the Secretary of the Air Force, Office of 
Information (SAFOI), Washington, D.C. 20330. 


END 



(1) Give your name and address. 

(2) Where were you when you saw the meteor? (If the town is small please give county as well.) 

(3) Give the date, hour and minute when the meteor appeared; also kind of time used. 

(4) In what direction did it appear (or in what direction was it first seen) ? This is not asking in what 

direction it was going j 

(5) In what direction did it disappear (or in what direction was it last seen)? For questions 4 and 5, 
simply N, E, S, or W is not accurate enough, unless these were the exact directions. If compass 
is used, state it; also if magnetic correction has been applied to compass reading. 

(6) At what height did it appear? (Use degrees in answering.) 

(7) At what height did it disappear? (Use degrees in answering.) 

(8) Did it pass directly overhead (i.e., through the zenith)? 

(9) If not, to which side of the zenith did it go, and how far from it? (Use degrees in answering.) 

(10) Did it appear to reach the horizon? What sort of a horizon have you? 

(11) What angle did the path of the meteor make with the horizon and in which direction was it then 

going? 

(12) If you are familiar with constellations describe the path of the meteor through the sky with 
reference to stars. 

(13) Did the meteor appear to explode? 

(14) What was the duration of its flight in seconds? 

(15) Describe the train if one was left. If it lasted long enough to show drift, most carefully tell in 
what direction train drifted. Give sketch, if possible, showing this with regard to horizon. 

(16) What was the duration of the train in seconds? 

(17) Did you hear any sound? How long after seeing the meteor was it before you heard this 

sound? 

Did you hear an actual explosion? How long after seeing the explosion was it before you heard it? 

(18) Of what color was the meteor? 

(19) What was the size of the meteor? (Compare it with the Moon or with a planet or star.) 

(20) Was more than one body seen before the explosion (if any)? 

(21) What was condition of sky at time? 

(22) Give names and addresses of others who saw the meteor. 

(23) Please mail this reply to 

Charles P. Oliver 
AMERICAN METEOR SOCIETY 
521 N. Wynnewood Ave 
Narberth, Pennsylvania 19072 
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NMCC 

THE NATION AL MILITARY'COMMAND CENTER 

WASHINGTON. O.C. 20301 

/ 


29 October 1975 
0605 EST s 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 
Subject: AFB Penetration 

1. At 290200 EST AFOC informed NMCC that an unidentified 
helicopter, possibly two, had been sighted * flying low over 
Loring AFB Maine, in proximity to a weapons storage area. 

2. An Army National Guard helo was called in to assist in 
locating the unidentified helo(s). 

3. NORAD was informed of {the incident by SAC, requested and 
recieved authority, from Canadian officials to proceed into 
Canadian airspace if necessary to locate the intruder. 

4. At 0404. SAC Command Center informed NMCC that the army helo 
assisting on the scene had not sighted the unidentified helo(s) 

5. A similar incident was reported at Loring the evening of 
28 October 1975 « 



C. D. ROBERTS, JR. 
Brigadier General, USMC 
Deputy Director for 
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DDO UPDATE 


iFB pelttfatiol 1 


AS OF 29OC0O EST OC' 7 ' 

> 







y 290200 ESI' Oct 75, AFOC relayed a report from 
eating that one unidentified he' i center , cos sir. 


two he 2 icopters, 


penetrated Lor rnc AFB from Canadian territory 


one helicopter 3ending briefly in proximity to a weapons st 
area.- 7 tierr.pts to locate or identify the intruding helicopters 
an Army Kational Guard helicopter were unsuccessful. Sightings 
the unidentified held copter(s) were limited to security guards, 
similar incident with a single helicopter occurred during the ea 
morning of 23 Oct 75. Permission has been granted by Canadian 
authorities to give pursuit into Canadian airspace if subsequent 
contact is effected by U.S. helicopters. 
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OF 29x300 £ST OCT 75 


DOC UPDATE 


KSST HEM 

<At5 PENETRATION 

(A At aocrcsiijaately 290100 EST Oct 75, one unidentified heli¬ 
copter was sighted 300 to 500 meters from the weapons storage 
area at Loring ATS, Maine.- The helicopter was at an altitude 
of 150 feet and penetrated Loring ATE. An attempt to contact 
and identify the intruding helicopter was made by an Army 
National Guard helo, and was unsuccessful. At 290300 EST the 
helicopter was sighted over the weapons storage area and the 
Army National Guard helicopter again responded to make contact 
but*was unsuccesful. Loring has coordinated with the Maine 
State Police and the Royal Canadian Mounted Police and plans to 
pursue into Canada, if necessary, if there is a reoccurrence. 
(SOURCE: 42 BV? OP LORING AFB 291140Z OCT 75).) 
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DDO UPDATE 

‘ I 

AS OP 252200 EST OCT 75 


AF3 ? E NE 7 EAT I ON 


f &) At approximately 290100 EST Oct 75, one unidentified helicop-er 
'..‘as sighted 300 to 500 meters from the weapons storage area at 
Coring ATE, Maine. The helicopter was at an altitude of 150 feet 
and penetrated Loring AT3. An attempt to contact and identify the 
intruding helicopter was made by an Army National Guard helo, and 
was unsuccessful. At 290300 EST the helicopter was sighted over 
the weapons storage area and the Army National Guard helicopter 
again responded to make contact but was unsuccessful. The CSAF 
(Ops Div) has requested that the Army NG helo be provided until 
300800 EST under the following conditions: To track and identify 
the intruder; no apprehension to take place; the Canadian Border 
would not be crossed; and civilian police on board will be for 
commo with ground units only. The request is under consideration 
by MG Snifin, DA Director of Operations, DCSCPS. Col Bailey, Mil 
A to Special Asst to SSCDEF/DZPSECDZF has been advised of the 
aticn should DoD approval be required. The Stare Department 
anadiar. Desk Officer has been keot informed. (SOURCE: 4 2 3W CP 

DOPING AF5 251140Z OCT 75; SAC CP* OPS CONTROL 291954Z OCT 75) 
















































































































DDO UPDATE 


AS Or 300600 EST OCT 



( 0 ) At approximately 290100 EST Oct 75, an unidentified helicopter 
was sighted at an altitude of 150 feet at approximately 300 to 500 
meters "from a weapons storage area at Loring AFB, ME. At 290300 EST 
Oct 75, the unidentified helicopter was sighted over the v;ea?or.s 
storage area. In both instances, an Amy National Guard (NG) heli¬ 
copter responded, but v;as unable to contact or identify the intruder, 
MG Sniffin, DA Director for Ops, DCSOPS, approved the following 
procedures for any similar incident effective until 30GSOO EST 
Oct 75: 

- NG helicopter and crew placed in "full time training duty" 

(FTTD) . 

- NG helicopter may enter Canadian airspace with consent of 
Canadian authorities. 

- NG helicopter employment limited to tracking and identification, 

- Only U.S. military personnel and if considered necessary 
representatives from, the FBI, FAA, and Border Patrol will be 
embarked in the NG helicopter. 

(SOURCE: 42 BW CP LORING AFB 2911402 OCT 75; PHOKCON DDO/INTERESTE! 

ACTIVITIES). 
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JOlhl CHJthiQFSTAff 

MESSAGE CENTER 


NP CONTACT, the UNKNOWN AIRCRAFT oid not display lighting. 
GROUND PERSONNEL WERE A'iLE TO OlRECT THE AIR GUARD HELICOPTER TO 
NITHIN tC?8rT Q? THE UNKNOWN AIRCRAFT, WITH BOTH HELICOPTERS IN 

SIGHT, OUT VISUAL ACQUISITION 

yji NO? 3 aO*. OuaiNB THIS PERIOD A XC-133 was 0N3I7ING AT S033rl 
Z3L TO Ain IN laS.'JTlPjCATION AND TO ACT AS RADIO RELAY. 

AT 2330221 ALL CONTACT NAS COST. 

jr is cut c?i«!fi:i that the unknown helicopter has oehonstbated 
a Cleat intent xm the weapons storage area, is smart and a host 
Capable avIatcR. 

Local security has been increased, we anticipate further incideh 
AC rCRCItiSLY, wEwILL reouest the continued presence cf air guard 
H5LSCCPTSR3. 

E? HAX-To PURSUE INTO CANADA IF NECESSARY, 

Hi WAVS CcOPOXNatEO NITh HAINe STATE police and the royal canaoi 
R?US*TS3 PCCJCE AND HAVE BEEN ASSURED OF THE COMPLETE COOPERATION 
C? BOTH, ■ • 

a'.c.p.p. wIll Respond to ant landing site in Canadian territory 
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THE NATIONAL MILITARY COMMAND CENTER 

WASHINGTON. O.C. 20301 ** 

30 October 1975 
0445 EST 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

Subject: Army National Guard Helicopter Support for 
Loring AFB 


1. At 292035 EST Oct 75 , LTC Dyer, Office of the Director 
of Operations, U5AF, requested that the Army National Guard 
(NG) helicopter and crew currently located at Loring AFB, 

Maine, be made available to the Commander of the 42nd Bomb 
Wing until 300800 EST Oct 75. The NG helicopter would be 
employed to track and identify the unidentified helicopter 
that has violated the airspace in the vicinity of the weapons 
storage area at Loring AFB during the^ early morning hours 
of 28 and 29 Oct 75. LTC Dyer stated that international 
borders would not be'.crossed, and that apprehensions would 
not be attempted by personnel embarked in the NG helicopter* 

Any civil police on board the aircraft would participate 
only to the extent of communicating with appropriate police 
officials on the ground, with the latter singula r ly responsible 
for the apprehension of the suspect aircraft or crew. 

2. This request was relayed to MG Sniffin, DA Director of 
Operations, DCSOPS, at 292100 EST. MG Sniffin indicated . 
his intent to check with Army legal officials on t^e natter 
prior to making a decision. 

3. The SAC Command Post was informed at 292050 EST of the 
request by LTC Dyer, and the fact that MG Sniffin was 
checking with Army legal authorities. Col Freeman, AF 
Operations Center, was also informed of the status. 

4. Col Bailey, Mil Asst to the Special Asst to SECDEF/ 
DEPSECDEF, has been advised of the helicopter request should 
DOD approval be required. 

5. The State Department Canadian Desk Officer has been 
kept informed of the situation. 

6. At 292230 EST MG Sniffin approved use of the helicopter 
with the following constraints: 

a. Tracking and identification only. 

b. Apprehension by U.S. personnel not authorized. 

c. No crossing of international borders... 




























































d. Only U.S. personnel, preferably military, but including 
FBI, FAA, and Border Patrol representatives if necessary, 
will be on board the NG helicopter. 

7. MG Sniffin will initiate appropriate action to place the 
Army NG helicopter and crew on ''Full Time Training Duty” 

(FTTD) . In essence', the NG helicopter will be federalized. 

8. OSD, through Col Bailey, has been advised of the approval 
and constraints in this situation and has stated OSD has no 
objections to the action. 

9* At 292249 EST the DDO (NMCC) established a conference call 
with SAC (MG Burkhart), AFOC, AOC, and Commander 42nd Bomb 
Wing, Loring AFB informing them of the approval to use the Army 
NG helicopter with the constraints listed in para 6 above. 
Commander 42nd Bomb Wing stated that there was no utility in 
using the helicopter if it couldn't cross the border. Air 
Force representative LTC Dyer was brought into the conference 
and stated that AF had no objection to the border crossing. 

At 292300 EST the DDO. (NMCC) informed MG Sniffin of the border ■ 
crossing issue. • 

» \ • * 

10. At 292325 EST MG Sniffin informed the DDO (NMCC) that 
approval was granted for the NG helicopter to cross the border 
with the consent of Canadian authorities. The DDO (NMCC) 
assured MG Sniffin that the Canadians were cooperating and 
had already given consent to cross the border. 

11. At 292334 EST another conference call was convened by 
the DDO (NMCC) with the above conferees, (para 9) informing 
them of the authority to cross the border if necessrtxy. There 
were no further questions and all conferees were satisified 
with the procedures established for the employment of the NG 
helicopter. 



C. D. ROBERTS, JR. 


Distribution: 


Brigadier General, USMC 
Deputy Director for 
Operations (NMCC) 
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HELICOPTER SIGHTED AT LOSING 

{$) At 312317 EST Oct, a visual sighting of an unidentified object 
was reported A nautical miles northwest of. Loring APB, Maine. The 
alert, beio at Loring was launched to identify the object but was 
unable to*make contact. The alert helo was launched again at 01014 
EST Nov in response to a slow moving target picked up by RAPCON. 
This sortie was also unable to make contact with the object. (SOURC 
42D BW 010825Z NOV 75) 

(U) A copy of. messages received regarding unidentified aircraft 
flying in the vicinity of air bases will be forwarded to the 
Military Assistant*to the SECDEF. (SOURCE: MILASST TO SECDEF). 









N M C C. 

THE NATIONAL MILITARY COMMAND CENTER 


WASHINGTON. D.C- 20301 


31 October 1575 
0451 EST 


THE JOINT STAPF 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

Subject: Low Flying Aircraft/Helicopter Sightings at 
tourtsmith AFB, 141. 


1. The SAC’ Command. Post notified the NMCC of reported low 
flying aircraft/helicopter sightings at Wurtsmith AFB, 
Michigan at 302342 EST. 

2. * The attached OPREP—3s give .a summary of the reported 
sightings. 



M. DAVIS 

Brigadier General, USAF 
Deputy Director for 
Operations (NMCC) 


Attachments 

a/s 

Distribution: 

J—30 
J—31 

'DDO(NMCC) 

ADDO(NMCC) 

CCOC(NMCC) 

WHEN DESK (NMCC) 
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from : •' af/xcoco/v 


LOG SUP r_ 


1-G 


event:- . 

r lentified Helicopter Intrusion 

L. ,tion: 

V?urtsm"ith XFB, MI 


DATE/TInE OF EVENTl 
30/2255E Oct 1975 
TIME REPORTED TO AFOC: 
30/2327E Oct 1975 


SAC (Lt Col"Giordano) reports that an unidentified helicopter 
with no lights came up over the back gate of Kurtsmich and . 
hovered over the Weapons Storage Area and then moved on.- 
—RAPCON had it painted for a short period- A tanker at 2700 feet 
had visual ana skin paint out over Lake Huron for about 20 miles 
heading SE. Tanker reports he thinks he saw a second skin* paint- 
The tanker lost all contact about 35 miles SE of the base over 
the lake- Tanker is still flying trying to locate by means of * . 
telephonic search with FAA and RAP CON- Increased, security 
initiated at Kurt smith- 1 . - . . 


31/003OE Update: Lt Col Giordano (SAC Senior Controller) updates 
and corrects the above information as follows: An unidentified 
low flying aircraft came up over the back gate of Kurt smith ( and* 
was visually sighted in the vicinity of the motor pool- KAPCON 
showed several aircraft at the time, one near the KSA (there was 
no hovering as previously reported) . A' tanker was dispatched and 
had visual and skin paint out over Lake‘Huron of a low flying 
rrcraft ( with lights on ) heading SE at approximately 150 knots, 
nker reports that the aircraft appeared to be joined by another 
«.rrcraft (with its lights on also) Tanker reports that both . 
aircraft then turned out their lights simultaneously, as if on 
signal. Tanker lost all contact approximately 35 KM SE of the 
base. Upon information that the .Dept of Katural Resources sends- 
out aircraft searching for hunters spotting dear, the Dept of 
Natural Resources was contacted; however, they maintain none of 
their aircraft were in the area at the time-___ 
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LCSU87 OCT 75 

s>:ew c° vu.rt smith mi /jjcdss 
T Z'i/ SAC CP rroPCE STATUS 
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'£AF C? F0.7CC STATUS 
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iSIFICO JOPRE D JIFFY DCTS5/FF0 34C/ IN /CPREPj 2- s FELT NE/7 S-C2 1-QL 
>52 CSC ADVISED C * TH AT THE SECURITY GUARD AT S AC K* GA TE 
ID AN UNIDENTIFIED AZ *C » FT* FLYING LCW OVER THE SASE AT 
i C320Z- INITIAL REPORT TO C? SAID THAT AIRCRAFT WAS ALSO 
fZ C IN THE VICINITY O p 'ttSA HOWEVER# LATER REPORTS SAIO THAT 
VFT OBSERVED ha Y HAVE SEEN A KC-135 IN THE LOCAL TRAFFIC 
? N. AT 033CZ XC-I35 SAID THAT THEY HAQ SKIN PAINTED ON 
•AN AIRCRAFT S 1/2 MILES ME CF BASE SU7 COULD NOT S»OT . 
[RCRAFT VISUALLY. AT A«f>ROX C3 5DZ THE KC-135 °ICKED UP THE 
;TI r IEO AIRCRAFT NE OF THE BASE AT APPROX CEC/2 I ON A VISUAL 
)2 RUCSHIJ 2058 UNCUS' • 

INS- KC-13S SAID HE SAW TWO AIRCRAFT IN A TRAIL FORMATION' 

. A ° PR OX T5C KIAS HEADING SOUTH. KC-135 SAID HE LOST CONTACT 
■ HE "^CR NATION AT G4 13 7 WITH THE'UNIDENTIFIED FORMATION CN 
JSC 115/35 KC-135 TRACKED THE AIRCRAFT SOUTH TO T HE MICH, 

. AREA AND BACK NORTH TO THE BASE AREA A N»JM3 ER CF TIHES# 

’ INE THE KC-135 LOST VISUAL SIGHTING. KC-1 35 LANDED WHEN 
BROACHED 01 MINI HU *S . INVESTIGATIONS IN PROGRESS* REPORTS 
.LOW AS INFO IS OBTAINED 
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DDO UPDATE 


AS 0? 310600 ZST OCT IP75 

LOK PLYTMG AIPCrJAET/HELICOPTER SIGHTINGS 

(U) The* SAC Senior Controller notified the MMCC at 30234 2 EST 
of unidentified low-flying aircraft/helicopter sightings at 
V/urtsmith A?5, MI. One aircraft was visually sighted in the 
vicinity of the motor pool. RAPCON showed several objects on 
radar at the same time. A tanker was dispatched to the area and 
obtained both visual and radar shir, paint of two aircraft. Beth 
aircraft had lights on initially but appeared to turn them off 
simultaneously. (SOUHCE: OPRZP-3 302327 OCT 75) 















DDO UPDATE 


AS Or CSi400 EST KOV 1=75 

UFO SIGHTING _ ' . 

(U) From 0S0253 EST Nov 75 to 08042C EST Nov 75, Malmstrom AFB MT 
and four SAC sites reported a series of visual and radar contacts 
with unidentified flying objects. Several reports from the same 
locations included jet engine sounds associated with the observed 
bright lights. Two interceptors scrambled from 24 th NO RAD Region 
failed to make contact w T ith the UFO’s. 

(U) The UFO sightings occurred on an extremely clear night. Visibilii 
was 45 miles. Although northern lights will cause phenomena similar 
to the received reports, weather services indicated no possibility 
of northern lights during the period in Question. . (SOURCE: NMCC 
MFR 080600 EST NOV 75. 

































DDO UPDATE 

AS OF 032200 EST NOV 75 


NORTH DAKOTA 

(U) At 032115 EST a penetration of the flight line at Grand Forks AT 
by unknown persons was reported by AFOC. At least two KC-135 aircra 
were hit by small arms fire. Security forces with dogs are tracking 
the unknown attackers. (SOURCE: AFOC) 












UFO SIGHTING 

(U) Unknown sightings vicinity Malmstro:?. AFB, MT (See MFR) . 

A follow-up with NORAD at 090430 EST provided no additional 
information. (LT C- Smith indicated hie continuing interest in 

phoneson with DDO OT #4 on 8 November 1975) . 































































































REPORT OF AIR FORCE RESEARCH 
REGARDING THE 
'ROSWELL INCIDENT’ 



July i994 





REPORT OF AIR FORCE RESEARCH REGARDING 
THE “ROSWELL INCIDENT" 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The “Rosweii Indacnf' refers to an event that supposedly happened in Juiy, 1947, wnerem 
the Army Air Forces tAAFl aliegeahr recoverea rm*\n* of a gamed “flying disc” near 
RosweiL New Mexico. In February, 1994. the G e ne ral Accounting Office iGAO\ acong 
on the request of a New Mexico Congressman, imwmn an audit to attempt to locate 
rrooms of suca an mnriprw ana to a ete nnae if records 1 mmm g it were properiy handied. 
Althougn the GAO effort was to took at a number of gov er nm e n t agencies, the ap par e nt 
focus was on the Air Force. SAF/AAZ , as the Central Point of Contact tor the GAO in 
this matter, initialed a systematic search of current Air Force offices as weii as numerous 
archives and records centers that aught helo explain this matter. Research reveaied that 
the “Rosweii Incident” was not even consxnerea a UFO event unni the 1978-1980 time 
home. Prior to tnaL the modent was distmssea because the AAF ongmaiiv idemmed the 
ceons recoverea as oemg tnat of a weatner oaiioon. Subseouemiy. vanous autnors wrote 
a numoer of docks a aiming mat. not omv v^as aeons mom an alien spacecraft re c ov er e d , 
but aiso the boaies of the emits alien occuoants. These claims continue to evoive today 
nd the Air Force is now rouuneiv accused of engagmg in a "cover-up" of this suoposed 
event. 


The research iocaxed no records at existing Air Force offices that indicated any “cover- 
ud” by the USAF or any mdicanon of such a recovery. Consequently, efforts were 
imensiried by Air Force resea ren e xs at numerous lo catio ns where records for the period in 
question were stored. The records reviewed did not r e vea i any increase in operations, 
security, or any other activity in July, i 947, that indicated any such umisnai event may 
have occurred. Recorus were located and thoroughly exoiored conc ernin g a tnen-TOP 
S£CRZT baiioon protect. assigned :c cnemrt to monitor Soviet nuciear tests, known as 
Project Mogul. Additionally, several surviving protect oersonnei were iocatea ana 
interviewed, as was the omy surviving person wno recoverea aeons from the ongmai 
Rosweii site in 1947, ana the former officer who inidaily idemmed the wreckage as a 
baiioon. Comparison of all information developed or obtained indicated that the material 
rrcovered near Rosweii was consistent with a balloon device and most likely from one of 
the Mogul balloons that had not been previously recovered. Air Force re s e a rc h ef f or ts did 
not disclose any recor d s of the rec o ver y of any “alien” bodies or extraterrestrial materials. 

INTRODUCTION 

.Air Force involvement in the ailegea UFO-reiated incident popuiariy known as the 
“Rosweii Incident” began as the result of a January 14. 1994, Washington Post article 
(Aten i) which announced Congressman Steven SchixTs intent to initiate a General 
Accounting Office t GAO) effort to resoive this controversial matter. Having previously 
been involved in numerous Freeuom of Information Act fFOIA) and Congressional 



requests on unusual air craa , *.c inauoc unioennnea riving -»«-- 

Director. Security ana Speoai Program Overngm. Office ox the Seocarv c: me Air 
Force, i SAF/AAZ! b eleven the Air Force would become invoivea in anv GAO enort 
involving uiis suaiecL 

Thus, in iare January, 1994, SAF/AAZ directed its r e se a ren /d edassmean on team. 
SAF/AAZD. to azzemsi to locate any omdai records relative to uns matter . These mmai 
researen enbrts ibcased on recorrxs at the Air Force Historical jtesearen Agency 
(AFHRA). Maxw«i AFB. AL. the Air Force Safety Agencv { AFSA) at Kiniana AFB, 

NM ana the National Archives and Recoros Administration iNARAL 

On February 15. 1994, the GAO omdaiiy nonrieri Secretary of Defense William j. Peny 
that, it was initialing an audit of the Department of Defense tDoD) policies ana 
procedures for a cquirin g, classifying, retaining, and disposing of official government 
documents dealing with weather balloon, a ir cr aft . and similar crash inndem s (Arch 2). 

This nouncanon was suhsecuenuv passed to tne Department of Defense inspector General 
vno ir mm omdaiiv nonried the Secretanes of the Services and other ariectea names of 
tne aumt m a February 23. 1994. memo i Atch 31. This memorandum in d icaica that the 
“GAO is anxious to respond to Renresentanve SchiiFs request ana to ciisnei anv concerns 
tnat tne DoD is being unresoonsrve.” These were tne dm omdai US Government 
aocumecis that indicated that the purpose of die GAO was to review “emsn incidents 
involving weather baiioons ana unknown aircmiL such as UFOs ana foreign aircnri. and 
(2) the tacts involving the repartee crash of an UFO in i949 (sic, 1947) at RosweiL New 
Mexico .. (and an) alleges DoD cover-up.” 

An entrance mesung of potenriaiiy concerned parties was held in the offices of the DoD 
Inspector G en era l on. February 28, 1994. During this meeting it was ieamed that, while 
the audit omdaiiy would be reviewing the records of a number of DoD (and possibly 
otner Executive Branca entities), the buik of the effort wouid be focused on Air Force 
. zzo.izz systems. The auait was omdaiiv erven tne GAO code 701034, ana enaued 

“Recoras Management Prrccaures Dealing With Weatner Baiioon. Unknown Aircraft 
.2 Similar Crasn incidents.” .Although this omdai title appearea miner oroad. there was 
no misunoersranding that tne reai purpose was to attempt to iocatc records and/or 
infermauen on the “Roswcii Inadent.” This inddem. explained later in more detail 
generaiiy aeait with the claim tnat in July of 1947, the US Army Air Forces fUSAAF') 
recovered a flying saucer aad /or us alien occupants which supposedly crashed near 
RosweiL New Mexico. When tne USAAF ultimately became the United States Air Force 
(USAF) in September. 1947, the USAF inherited equipment, personnel records, poiides. 
and procedures ir ora the AAF. In this pamoiiar case, the Air Force aiso inherited the 
allegation that it had “covered up” the “Rosweil Inddem” and has to do so for 

the next 47 years. 

Within the Air Force, the Office of the Administrsuve Assistam to the Secre ta ry of the Air 
Force i SAF/AA) is resoonsfoie both for information management proceoures t SAF/AAI) 
and security policy and overngnt (SAF/AAZ). Because of this organization. SAF/AA was 


tne logical enntv to assist the GAO in its auou ana SAF/AAZ was omdaiiv namea as tne 
Cemrai Point of Contact for this enaeavor t Aten 4). SubseouentiY. the men- 
Admxmsiraxrvne Assistant, Mr. Robert J. McCormick. issuea a tasking m emo r a ndum aatea 
Marcn i. 1994 (Atch i\ to a number of current Air Staff and Secretarial offices inar 
migin possibly have recoras reiatea to suen an incident i£ indeed. sometning had aeniaiiy 
occurred. This searen for records was purposav iimited to Air Force records and systems 
since: 

(a) The Air Force had no authority to conroei otner agencies to review their records: 

(b) The Air Force would have no way to monitor tne completeness of thes enbrts if they 
did: and 

(c) the overaii effort was the tasx ana responsibility of the GAO—not the .Alt Force. 

During the m-bnefing process with GAO. it was learned that this audit was. indeed, 
generated at the speanc request of Con g re ssm an Steven Schixx of New Mexico. Eariier, 
Congressman SchifFhad written to the Deuanment of Defense Legislative Liaison Office 
for information on the “Rosweii Inodenf ’ and had been advised that it was pan of the 
former UFO “Protect Bluebootc" that nan urevtousiy been rumen over to NARA by the 
.Alt Force. Congressman Schin subseauenuv ieamea mom NARA that, aitnougn they aid. 
indeed, have tne “Bluebook” materials, the “Rosweii Inodeaf ’ was not pan of that report. 
Congressman Schiffi apparentiv percennng tnat he had been ‘storxwaiied” by the DoD. 
then generated the request for the aibremenuonea audit. 

It is within this context that the following research and assistance efforts were conducted 
in suppon of the GAO. This repon is intended to stand as the final official Air Force 
response regarding this matter. 


THE "ROSWELL INCIDENT"-WHAT WAS ORIGINALLY REPORTED IN 1947 

The modern ureoccuuanon wun wnat ultimately :ame to oe caneu unidenufisd Firing 
Obieos lUFOs) actually began in June. 1947. Although some ur i-uFO researeners argue 
that sigmings of UFOs go back to Bibiicai times, most researcher' wiil not disuute that 
anything in UFO history can compare with the pf enomenon that iiegan in 1947. What 
was iaiar characterized as "the UFO Wave of 19*-7* began with .6 aiiegea sightings that 
ocairn a between May 17 and July 12. 1947, (although some researchers claim there 
were ss many as 800 sightings during that period';. Interesbngiy, the “Rosweii Incident” 
was not considered one of these i947 events unni the 1978-1980 time name. There is no 
dispute, however, that something happened near Rosweii in July, 1947. since it was 
reported in a number of contemporary newspaper articles: the most famous of which were 
the Juiy 8 and July 9 editions of the Rosweii Daily Record . The July 8 edition reported 
“RAAF Caotures Fiving Saucer On Rancn In Rosweii Region.” whiie the next day's 
edition reported. “Ramey Empties Rosweii Saucer” and “Harassed Rancner Who Located 
‘Saucer' Sony He Told About It.” 



The am rronr re oo n e a mat me intaiigence Of5KroTmeeu9tn ^ 
at Rosweu AAF. Major Jesse a. Marcel ina rc coverca a “flying disc’’ frzm tne range 
lands of an umdeozzned ranener m the vianzzy of Roswed and that me disc had bets 
“flown to higher nrananarters.’ That sa me story also reoonea that a Rosweii c ouoie 
ciaaned to nave sees a iarge umdemmed object hv by their name on Juiy 2. 1947. 

The Juiy 9 edition of the paper noted that Brigadier Genera: Roger Ramey, Commander of 
tne Eighth Air Force at Forth Worth. Texas, that upon rscaminarion the debxis 
recovered by Marca was dete r m in ed to be a wea ther balloon. The wreckage was 
de seno ed as a .’’..bundle of tinfoil broken wood beams, and rubber remnants of a 
balloon....” The additional story of the “harassed ranener : i denuded him as W.W. Brazet 
of Lincoln County, New Mexico. He riamesi that he ana his son. Vernon, found the 
material on June 14. 1947, when tney “came upon a large area of bright wreckage made 
up of rubber stnps. tinfoil a rather tough paper, and sucks.” He picked un some of the 
debus on July 4 and ."..the next day he nisi neara about tne dying discs and wondered if 
what he had founa might nave been the remnants of one of these.” Braze subseouemiy 
went to Rosweii on Juiy 7 ana contacted the Sham, who apparently notuied Major 
Marte. Major Marcti ano “a man in main clothes’’ then a ccompani ed Braze home to 
pick us tne rest of the pieces. The amcie further related that Braze thou cm that tne 
matenai: 

might have been as iarge as a table top. The bailoon which neid it 
up, if that is how it worxea. must have been about 12 feet long, he feit 
measuring the distance bv the size of the room in which he sat. The 
rubber was smoky gray in coior and scatter e d over an area, about 200 
yards in diameter. When the debris was gathered up the tinfoil piper, 
tape. and.sticks made a bundle about three feet long and 7 or d inches 
thick, while the rubber made a bundle about 12 o* 20 inches iong and 
about 8 '.nches thick. In ail he estimated. the eture iot wouid have 
wagnea mayoe nvc pounds. There was no sign of any metai ih the 
area which might have oeen used for an engine and no sign oi any 
propellers of any kind. Althougn at least one paper nn had been tiued 
onto some of the tinfoil. There were no words to be found anywnere 
on the u-strument although there were letters on some of the pans. 
Considerable scotch tape and some tape with flowers pnxxtea upon u 
had bees used in the construction. No string or wire were to be found 
but there were some eyeiets in the paper to indicaie that some son of 
anienmrat may have been used. Brazm «ia that he had previously 
found two weather balloons on the ranch, but thai what he found this 
tune did not in any way resemble either of these. ” 


EVOLUTION OF THE EVENT PROM 1947 TO THE PRESENT 


a UFO-rcaxca »rmi 1978. aithouan some UFO researcnsrs arruT mat mere were 
severai obtuse refer e nces to it in 1950’s era lit e r atu re. RosweiL for e xamp le, is not 
neg neo to in the omdai USAF invesuganon of UFOs r coo nea m P r oj e ct Rlncooo* or ns 
preoecessors, Project Sign and Project Grudge, which ran com i948-1969 (which 
Congressman Scfaiff subsequently teamed when he maoe his ongmai inquiry). 

In 1978. an trade a pp e ar e d in a tabloid newspaper, the National inquirer, which r ep o rt e d 
the former mrdii grace officer. Marco. ciaxmen that he had recovered UFO debris near. 
Rosweii in 1947. Also in 1978, a UFO researcher; Stanton Pnedmaa met with March 
and began mvesn aanng the aaims tnaz the matenai Marca handled was sum a crashed 
UFO. Sinniariy. two authors. William L Moore *rm rhang* Rgrfai ako enraged in 
research which led them to publish a book. The Roswcii InriacnL in 1980. Inthisbook 
they re po r ted they interviewed a number of persons who ciaimcd to have been p r e se n t at 
Rosweii in 1947 and professed to be other first or second hand witnesses to strange 
vents that supposedly occurred. Since 1978-1980. outer UFO r e s e arch e r s, most notably 
Donaid Schmitt and Kevin Randie. claim to have located ana interviewed even more 
persons wnn supposed knowledge of unusuai happenings at Roswcii. These included 
>oth aviiian ana former miiiiary persons. 

\dditionaiiy, the Robert Stack-hosted television snow 'Unsolved Mysteries*’ devoted a 
.arge pomon of one snow to a u re-creation’ of the supposed Roswcii events. Numerous 
other television shows have done likewise, parncuiariy during the last several years and a 
naderfor-TV movie on the subject is due to be released tics summer. The overall thrust 
of these articles, books and shows is that the “Rosweii Inoaenf’ was aouaiiy the crash of 
a craft from another world, the US Gov ernm ent recovered it. and has been 'cov e ri ng up” 
this fact from the American public since 1947, using a combination of disinformation, 
idicuie. and threats of bodiiy harm, to do so. Generally, the US Air Force sears the brunt 
:f these accusations. 


• Tom the rather :emgn desenpnon of the “event” and the recovery of some matenai as 
described in the ongmai newspaper accounts, the “Roswei. Inaaem ' has since grown to 
mythical (if not nysucai') proportions in the eyes and mind.*, of some researchers, portions 
of the media and at least pan of the Amencan public. There are aiso now several major 
variations of the ‘Rosweii story.” For example, it was origmaiiy re p o rt ed t-tar there was 
only r e c o v er y of debris from one site. This has *rnr* grown from a rnmima : amount of 
debris recovered from a snail area to airpiane loads of debris from nonuple huge “debris 
adds.” Likewise; the reiadvely simple de sc ri pti on of shoo, pa per, tape and tinfoil has 
since grown to exotic metals with hieroglyphics and fiber optic-like *p ff*e™* Most 
versons now claim that there were two crash sites where debris was recovered; and at the 
second site, alleged bodies of ext ra te r restrial aliens were supposedly retrieved. The 
number of these "alien bodies” reco v ered also varied. These are further complicated 
by the act that UFO researchers are not in agr e e m ent among tnemsetves as to exactly 
where these r ec o very sites were iocatea or even the dates of the aiiegea crashfes). 
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maxcnai rncrsom. xeepmg looms awav. ana r cm n ss g ms i cc o vcre a wrecoge tana 
3oaics) to Roswen uncer ein r em eiv tignt scsunrr for rurmer arc raring ana iamr 
OTionanon- 


Gnce D 2 Lcx at Rosweii AAF. i: ;s generally aiicgea that scecai measures were taicen to 
nanfy higher neaaouaners ana arizngemems maac to nave reeoYerea mat e n ais shapea to 
other socznnns nor anaivss. These loc anons mediae Ft. Worm. Texas, ins home of the 
?;gPT" Air Force HfaaminT Tgnr pnmhtv R znnht t nnrn? Kirriam AF51 New Mexico: 
possihiv Andrews AAF. Marvtana. ana aiwavs to Wright Fieid. now known as Wright- 
Patterson AFB. Ohio. The ianer location was the home of “T-2" which iater oessme 
known as the Air Tcchxncai Intetiigence C enter t AUG ana the Air Matenei Co rmmuia 
{ AMG, ana wouia. in act. he a logical location to stuby unmown matenais from 
wnaiever ongnL Most of the Rosweii stones tnar cn m am the recovery of aiien bodies siso 
show tnem oemg snropea to Wright Held. Once tne material and bodies were dispersed 
for runner ansiysis and/or exploitation. the government m general. and the Army Air 
Forces in pame m a r . then engagea in covering up aii informanon mating to tne aiieged 
rrzsn ana recovery, mousing tne use of security oatns to tmiitarv persons ana the use of 
coercion unauoing anegea aeatn tcreatsi to omen. This, as t ne o n^gg dy some UFO 
resesrcners. nas aiiowea the gov ernm e n t to Keep tne zssx there is intedigent 

exnatenesmai life nom tne American ouhiic for 47 years. It suoposeoiy aiiowed the 
US Government to exploit recoverea e xtrat errestrial matenais by reverse engmeenng 
Them, ultimately providing such things as hber ounc and <Tp»trh tesmoiozy. The “death 
threats. ’ oaths, and other forms of coercion to rave been i n?» out by the Army 

Air Forces personnel to keep people from talking nave app ar e ntly not been very effectiv e, 
as several hunarea people are to have come forward (without narmi with some 

knowledge cf the. “Rosweii Incident’ during interviews with non-government researchers 
ana the memo. 

-.doing somr m e a sur e or cresibiiiiv to tne Claims mat have arisen 19 78 is me 

iDparent cccm of researen of some or tne ainnors ana ir.z extent of the.-r zEzr.z. Their 
claims are lessenea somewnat. nowever. ov the fac? mat almost aii their information came 
from vernal reoons many years after tne aiiggeo modem occuneo. Many of the persons 
internewea were, in fact. emnonea aL or lived near Rorweii during the ume in oues non . 
ana a numoci of them ciaim miiiiarv service. Most, nowever. rriatea thnr stones in their 
older years, v/eii arier tne fact In outer cases, the informanon provided is second orthird- 
n and. having oeen passed througn a mean or raanve aiter the ormcioai had died. What is 
umoueiY jacking in the entire exploration ana exploitation of the “Rosweii Incident” is 
ofacial poszrive documentary or physical evidence of anv kind that s uppo rt s the cl ai m s of 
those who allege that something unusuai happened. Conversely, there nas never bees any 
previous aqcuxnenrarv evidence proauced by tnose who would debunk the in c id en t to 
show that somerning aid not nappem aithouen ionic higrarp* that bureaucracies do not 
spena time documessng non* events. 

SEARCH STRATEGY AND METHODOLOGY 
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rmgnt ream 10 tne “Rosweii Incccn^ ; ana 10 orovme ms GAO wun me sew, -— — 
camniexe info rma t i on avaiiabie. S AF/AAZ ccnsrnicxeo a strategy oases on airea among 
from tne Office of the Secrerary. to eiidt information ifom tnose funcacnai offices ana 
organizations wnere sucn informanon rmgnt iogicaiiv be contained. This included 
directing sca reics ax current offices wnere spcciai or unusual projects rragnt be camea 
oul as weti as mstoncai organrzauons. arcnives. ana recoros c ent ers over wrucn me Air 
Force exerted some degree of control. R e searcn ers aid noL nowever, go to the US 
Anny to revrew nistoncai recoros in areas such as zmssiie iauncnes com White ianas. or 
to the Daxnmem of Energy to oetenxnne if its forerunner, tne Aioxmc Energy 
Co mmis sio n , had anv recoros of nuoear-reiaiea i ncidents tnat rmgnt have occurred at or 
near Rosweii in 1947. To do so would have encroacnea on GAO’s charter m mis matter. 
What Air Force resear c ne r s aid do. nowever. was to searcn for recoros suii unaer Air 
Force control pertaining to these suoiect areas. 

In order to oete mm e parameters for me most proaucnve searcn of recoros. a review was 
erst ccnauctea of the major wooes regaining me “Rosweii Indoenf avaiiaoie :n the 
ronuiar literature. These wooes mciuoed: The Rosweii Incrcent. ♦ 19801 by William 
Moore ana Charies Benitr “Crasneo Saucers: Evidence ui Searcn of Proof* " 9851 by 
Moore: The.UFO Crash at Roswcti, (1991) by Kevm Ranoie ana Donald Schass: The 
Trutn About.trte .UFO, Crasn.at Rosweii. (1994) aiso by Ranoie ana Schnnti: “he 
Rosweii Report: A Histoncai Perspective. (1991). George M. Eberhan. Editor: “The 
Rosweii Events.” (1993) complied by Fred Whiting; Crash at Corona ( 1992) by Stanton 
T. Friedman and Don Berliner, as weii as numerous otner anodes wnrten oy a combination 
of the aoove and other researcners. CoUccnvciy, the above r e nr e sent the “pro** UFO 
writers who aiiege that the government is engaged in a conspiracy. There are no spednc 
book’; wntten e a g e r/ on the theme that nothing napoened at Rosweii. However. Curtis 
Peebles in Watch the Skiesl (! 994) discussed the aeveiopment of the UFO story ana 
growm of subseouem ciaims as a onenomenon. There nas aiso seen senous research as 
weii as a numoer of acraned articles written oy so-caiied “debtu-tcere * c: Roswed ana other 
madams, most notac:v Phiiio J. Klass wno writes The gkeertea Tr.cutrrr rr.vsie.ncr. and 
Robert Todd, a private researener. The concerns ana ciaims of ail the aoove aumors ana 
omen were condderea m conaucong me USAF recoros searcn 

It was aiso a ea se d, parocuiariv after a review of the aoove popular literature. tnat no 
speaoc attempt would be mace to try to refute, point by pomu :he numerous daims made 
in the various oubiicanons. Many of these appear to be Hearsay, unaocumemed. 
laxec out of context, seif-semng, or otnenvise aubious. Addiuonaiiy. many of die aoove 
autnors are not even in agreement over various daims. Most notable of me contusing and 
now ever-changing ciaims is the controversy over the riatets) of the aiiegea incident, the 
exact iocaaont si of the outdo nee debris and the extent of the wreckage, inch 
discrenanaea m daims made the searcn much more dimeuit by greaav expanaing the 
voiume of records the: had to be searched. 



.‘ Mmn ir One or tne popular docks menrxonea max was rmcwtc gauges u-i.... 
nza su anag ea me nsm ** ana semi rummers of “over two aazsx" personnel scmonca ax 
Rosweii in Juiy, 1947. to me Veterans Aamxmszraxzoaana me Defense Department to 
connnn men* imiirarv service. They tncn listen eleven of these persons py name and asked 
the Question: ‘Why aoes neither tne Defense Department nor me Veteran s 
Ari m i niur anm nave recoms ox anv ox these men wnen we can oopunau max eacn served 
at Roswei Anny Air Fidri." That oaim sounaed serious so SAF/AA23D was tasked to 
check these mcren names m the Personnei Records Center m St. Louis. Using omy the 
names i since tne authors did not list the senai rummers t the resesrener ouickiv found 
recoros reaoiiy iaestxnabie with eight of these oersons. The other tnree had such cnrnmnn 
names mat mere couid have oeen muiunie possibilities. interesnngi y, one of the iiszed 
“rmssmg ' per sons had a cas u a l ty report in ins recoms r enesang that he died in 1951, wisie 
the writers ciaimcrt to have interviewed him t or a oerson of the exact same name * in 1990. 

While me historical document searen was in progress, it was decided to anempt to locate 
ana interview several p ers o n s idennned as stiii living wno ccuid oossibiv answer 
Questions geaeratea ov tne researen. This haa never oeen offidaiiv aone Defers, although 
most of the persons comae: reponea max mev nan aiso oeen comactea in me past ny 
some of the iisiea authors or orner nnvate r ese aren ers. In oroer to counter possible future 
arguments tnat me persons interviewee were sail “covering up'* marenai because of prior 
security oaxns. the interviewees were provided wun auiaonzanon com either tne 
Searmaiy of the Air Force or the Senior Security Official of the Air Force that would 
officiary aiiow discussion of dassinea information. if applicable, or free mem from any 
prior resmedon in discussing the matter, if suen ertynj Again, the focus was on 
interviewing pe r so n s that couid address speeffic issues ' rased by research ana no 
consideration was given to try and locate every aiiceea w it n e ss riaimgfl to have oeen 
comactea by tne various authors. For example, one of the interviewees thougnt vrtai to 
obtain an official signed, sworn stat ement from was Shendan CavitL L: CoL USAF 
fRcnrea ) who is the last iiving memoer of the tnree persons umversaiiv acknowledged to 
nave recoverea matenai com me raster Rancr*. Cfficrc were also interviewed as 
information aeveiopeo idiscussed m demi laten. Addiiionauv. in some cases survivors of 
deceased persons were aiso contacted in an attempt to locate various recoms tnougnt to 
have oeen in the custody of the aeceasea. 


Even rnougix Air Force research ongmaiiv staned in January, : 994, the hrsr offidai Air 
Force-wide tasking was directed by the Marcn 1, 1994, memorandum mom SAF/AA. 

(Atch 5) ana was addressed to those current Air Staff dements th at would be the likely 
repository for any rec o ms. pamoiiariv if there was anything ox an extraordinary nature 
involved. This meant that the search was not iimhM to usoassined but aiso 

wouid indude rec o rds of the highest ciassmcanon and comoanmentanon. 

The soecnc .Air StafESecretanar offices oueried induded the following: 

(a) SAF/AAL Directorate of Informanon Management 

(b) SAF/AQL. Directorate of Electronics and Speoai Programs 


s 



> c » Ar/aa. .-ur rorce aaistY 
* d) AF/HO. .Air Fores Historian 

te) AF/TN, Air Fores inmiiigence i in cludin g Air Fores intelligence Agency— -o-iA. ana 
me Nanonai Air Imeiiigence Csnisr. NAIG 
ff) AF/XOW. Direc to rate ofWeainer 

^g) (added iateri The Air Force Office of Special investigations lAFOSD 

In addition to the above Air Staff and Sec re tar iat SAF/AAZ also reviewed 

ap p ropr ia te rta win wi records for any de-in to this matter. With regards to nigiuy ciasszoed 
recoins, a ^fremid be notedany progr am s thar emptov security Treasures or 

comrois are known as a Speeai Access Programs (SAPs). The autnomy for- sued 
programs r*™ * * twin Executive Order 12356 ana flows not n the Department ox Defense 
to the Services via DoD Directive 5205.7. These pro gr ams are umncmfcg tca in the Air 
Force oy Policy Directive i 6-7. and Air Force instruction 16-701. These directives 
co ntain detailed r equir e me nts for controlling and re norp n g , in a very strict manner, ail 
SAPs. This inc lu des a report trom the S ecretary of the Air Force to the Secretary of 
Defense t and i n t i m ately to Cengrossi on ail SAPs sunmniea for approval, ana a 
rerun canon mat mere are no "SAP-like*' pro gram s pang operate. These reporting 
reauir em ems are srannatea in ouoiic law. 

It foiiowea then, mat if the Air Force nad recoverea some type of extraterrestrial 
spacecr af t ann/or bodies and was exploiting this for soexmne and tecnnoiogy purposes, 
then such a program wouid be operated as a SAP. SAF/AAZ. the Central Office for aii 
Air Force SAPs. has knowieage of. and security ovesignr over, all SAPs. SAF/AAZ 
caiegoncaiiy stated that no such Speoai Access Programs) e xists that pertain to 
extraterrestrial spa ce gr an /alicis. 

Likewise, me Secretary of the Air Force and the Chief of Staff who head the Speoai 
Program Oversight Committee which ov ersees ail sensitive programs in me Air Force, hid 
no Knowledge of the exisxencr of anv such program involving, or relatin' f . to the events u 
Rosweii or me aiiegea teennotogy that suoposeoiy resulted m gea o m . i esiaes me 
obvious uTeguiarity ana illegality of k ee pi n g suca intormanon com me most senior Air 
Force omeats, it wouid aiso be iiiogicaL since tnese offi cials are responsible for ob t ai ning 
funding for operations, research, devel opm e n t, and security. Without funding such a 
program, operation. or organisation couid not exist. Even to keep suca a me; "coverea- 
up” in some son of passive ‘caretaker status ’ wouid involve money. More importantly, it 
wouid invoive people ana create paperwork. 

The aforementioned Marcn 1. 1994. SAF/AA tasking generated negative responses (Atch 
6-12) from ail recipients: :.e. all offices reported that they had no iniuimanon that would 
explain me incident. Conseauently, these negative responses ied to an increase in the 
aireaav on-going mstoned research at records center s and archives. 

The extensive archivai ana recoras center search was systensracaiiv earned out ai by the 
SAF/AAZD Dectassmcauon Review Team. This team is composed entirely of Air Force 
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Reserve oersonnet wno nave extensive t raining ccdbium m -- 

'ecoras. tPrevious ciio ns include the Soutneest Asia Dedassmcanon Review, 
dedassmeanon of POW/MIA recoms. ana the review of the uuif War. Air Power Survey 
records). The team manners aii haa the requisite seaxnrv clearances far a assmed 
inmmnnon and hah the auinontv of the Se c ret ary of the Air Force to decla ssif y any 
classified record they founa that might be reiaiea to RoswoL SAF/AAZD cond ua ea 
reviews * n ump e r of lnrannn< thg Arcsnra m W ashmgm iL DC; 

the National Personnel Recorns Center. St Louis. MO: the N ational Arcnzves. Suiiiann 
MD: the Nanonai Records Center. Suitiand, MD; Navai Research Laboratory, 

Washington. DC: Federal Recuros Center. Ft Worth. TX: the INSCOM Arcnives. Ft 
Meade, MD: Nanonai Air and Space Museum. Washington. DC: Air Force Histoncai 
Reseaicn Agency, Maxweii AFB. AL. Center tor Air Force History, Boiling APB. DC: 
Phillips Laboratory, Hanscom AFB. MA and Kurtiann AFB. NM: Rome Laboratory, 
Griffiss aFB. NY; and the Library of Congress. Washington. DC. 

A listing of the specific recom areas searched is appended as Atch 13. The areas included 
aii those suoiecr areas iogicaiiv beiievea to possioiv contain anv refere nce to activities at 
Rosweii AAF during me oenod of time in ouesnon. it is annooatea that aetmetors hom 
this effort wiii comoiam mat “they aid not searen recom group x. box y, or reel z. 
etc.: mars wnere me real recoms are!" Such comoiaints are unavoidable and there is no 
possible way mat the miiiions of records under Air Force control couid be searched page 
by page. The team endeavoreo to maxe iogxcai searches in those oiaces where record* 
would iikeiy be founa. They were assised in this task by archivists, historians, and 
recoms management specialists, inducing expe ri e nce d p e r sons who have ccnnnuaiiy 
wonced in Army and Air Force records systems since 1943. The team aiso searched some 
recora areas that were r e comm ended by serious private r e search ers such as Robert Todd, 
who had independently obtained almost encydopedic knowledge of the complexities of 
.Air Force records systems, paracuiariy as related to this subject area. 

N'ot sumnsmgiy, the researen team found the usuai numoer of Drooiems in manv of the 
recoms centers tparncuiariv St. Louis) with misniing, ion or mispiacea Documents, 
mismanang of documents, or the oreaxing up of record groups over me years and renting 
in different systems. This included, for exampic. a smail amount of missing "dedmai files” 
hem the 509th Bomn Group at Rosweii that covered the yean 1945-1949, that were 
marked on the index as ‘'destroyed." The researchers noted that there was no pattern to 
any anomalies found and that most discrepances were rrrnor and consistent with what 
they nad founa in the past on similar projects. 

WHAT THE ROSWELL INCIDENT WAS NOT 

Before discussing specific positive resuits that these efforts revealed, it is first ap pr opri a te 
to discuss those things, as indicated by information available to the Air Force, that the 
"Rosweii Incident” was not: 

An Airpiane Crash 
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derailed and scmcuious are airaiane emsnes. in fza. reams of air ensues go oaac 10 the 
nrst years of mxiiiary flight. Safety rcc on xs ana reeans are avaiiahie for aii ensues tnat 
involved senous aamage, injury, a earn, or a comomanon of these moors. These reams - 
ilso inaude inaceos involving cx pc nm cmai or ciassmed aircrun. USAF records showed 
that between June 24, 1947, ana July 28. 1947. there were eve ensues in New Mexico 
alone, involving A-26C. P-51N. C-S2A. P-80A ana PQ-14B airenn: however, none of 
these were on the carets) in question nor in the areas') in auesaon. 

One of the aadidonai areas so conceit v set forth by GAO in its efforts was to aeai with 
how tne Air Force tand others) soearicaiiy documented . weather bailoon:..and other 

crash incidents. ” In this area, the searen emits revealed that tnere are no air safety 
reams pertaining to weather balloon ensues fail weatner baiioons /’crash” sooner or 
iaten; however, there are provisions for gene ra t in g reporrs of “crashes” as ground safety 
incidents in the unlikely chance that a balloon injures someone or causes carnage. 

However, suen records are oniv maintained for rive years. 

A Missiie Crasn 

A ensnea or errant missiie. usually aesenoea as a caaturea German V-2 one of its 
variants, is sometimes set form as a aossibie exaianauon for tne deans recovered near 
RoswetL Since much of this temng aone at nearay White Sanas was secret at the time, u 
would be logical to assume mat tne government would handle any missiie mishap under 
tight security, pardcuiariy if the mishap occurred on private land. From tne records 
reviewed by the Air Force, however, there was nothing located to sugger that this was 
the case. Althougn the buik of remaining tesnng records are under the central of the US 
Army, the subject nas aiso been very weii documented over the years within Air Force 
records. There would be no reason to keep such information classified today. The USAF 
found no indicators or even hints tnat a missiie was invoived in this matter. 

A Nuclear Accident 

One of the areas considered was tnat wnatever nappenea near Rosweii rr.:;v r.ave involved 
nuclear weaoons. This was a logical area of concern since tne 509th Homo Group was the 
oniy rmiitary unit in the world a*, me time tnat had access to mir-j g ar weapons. Again, 
reviews of available records gave no indication that this was the case. A numoer of 
records stiii c l a rjarirri TOP SEC RET and SECRET-RESTRICTED DATa having to do 
with nuciear weapons were located in the Federal Records Center in Sl Louis. MO . 

These records, which penamea to the 509th. had nothing to do with any suavities that 
could have oeeu misinterpreted as the “Rosweii Inddem.' 7 .Also, any rea rds of a nuclear • 
related incident would have been inherited by the D epar t ment of Energy t DOEL and. had 
one occurred, ii is iikeiy DOE wouid have pubiidy reported it as pan of its recent 
dedassmeanon and oubiic retease efforts. There were no andilary reams in Air Force 
hies to indicate tne potential existence of such records within DOE channels, however. 

.An Extraierrestnai Craft 
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4 ne Air rorcs researca rouaa aosomrciv no incucaann —- 

1947. invoivea anv type of ex t rat errestrial soacecrari. This, ox coarse is me car or'this 
entire matter. “Pro-UFO” persons wno ootam a copy of this report, at inis point. masr 
probabiy beam the ‘“cover-up is sxzii on" c laims Nevennemss. the researen maimed 
ansciuierv no evidence of anv Kind that a spaceshio crashed near Rosweii or tnaiany liiea 
occupants were recovered th er e f r o m, in some secret military operanon or otherwise- This 
does not mean, however, that the cany Air Force was not con cerned about UFOs. 
However, in the cany days, u UFO” meant Unidentified Flying Object, which iiterady 
translated as object xn the air **** was no t readiiv idennnahic. It did notas 
the term nas evoived in today s ianpuaw to equate to alien spaceships. Records mom the 
period reviewed by Air Force researeners as wed as those cited by the authors mennnuni 
before, do indicate that the USAF was seriously concerned about the inability to 
adequately identify unknown dying ooiccts reported in American airspace. All the 
recores. however, indicared that the focus of concern was not on sheas, nosuie or 
otherwise, but on the Soviet Union. Many documents from that period speak to the 
possibility of developmental secret Soviet aircraft overnying US airspace. This, of c ourse, 
was of major conc e r n to the fiedgiing USAF. wnose 10 b it was to protect tnese same skin 

The researen reveaied omy one omriai AAF document that indicated that mere was any 
aenvitv of any type that nenamea to UFOs ana Rosweii in Juiy, 1947. This was a snail 
section of the Juiy Historical Reoort for the i09th Bomo Group and Rosweii AAF that 
siatea: “ The Office of Public J nformanon was Quite busy during the montn answering 
inquiries on the “flying disc.’ v men was reported to be in possession of the 509th Bomb 
Group. The object turned out to be a radar tracking balloon * (included with Atch 11). 
Additionally, this history showed that the 509th Commander. Colonei Blanchard, went on 
leave on Juiy 8, 1947, which would be a somewhat maneuver tor a person 

invoivea in the supposed first ever reco v ery of exuat erxestnai materials. (Detractors dans 
Blancnarb did this as a piov to eiude the press and go to the scene to direct the recovery 
operations ). The history and the morning reports also showed that the subsequent 
ccuvitiss at Rosweii during me month were mostiv m undane and not indicative of any 
unusuai high level acirviry, exuenairure of mannower. resources or security. 

Likewise, the researchers found no indication of heightened activity anywnere eise in the 
military hierarchy in the Juiy, 1947, message traffic or orders (to in dude classified traffic). 
There were no indications and warnings, nonce of alerts, or a higher tempo of operational 
activity rep or ted that would be iogicaiiy generated if an aiien craft whose intentions woe 
unknown, entered US territory To believe'that such operazzonai and high-level security 
activity could be co n d u c t ca soisiv by reiving on unsecured tclc comm unjean ons or 
per sona l contact without creating any recor d s of such activity certainly stretches the 
imagination of those who have served in the military who know that pa p er w ork of some 
kind is necessary to a ccom ohsh even em er g e n cy, highly classified, or sensitive tasks. 

An example of aenvny sometimes cited by pro-UFO wnters to illustrate the ooint that 
something unusuai was going on was the travel of Ll General Nathan Twining, 
Commanoer of the Air Matenei Comnana. to New Mexico in Juiy, 1947. Actually, 
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'teems were locates inaicanng tnat Twining went to me homo uomrnanQcra uwm» m 
J uly a. along with a manner of other genera: omens, ana rccu cst co oraers to ao so a 
moma before, on June -i, 1947 (Atch 14V 

Simiianv, it has also been ailegea that G ener a : Hoyt Vandenberg, Deoutv Chief of Staff at 
the pmg, had been mvoived directing acavity regansmg events at Rosweii Activity 
reports (Atch 15), located in Genera: V anaenn er g s persona: oapers stored in the Library 
of Congress, did indicate that on July 7, he was busy with a “flying disc” modem: 
however this particular incident mvoived Ellington Field. Texas and the Spokane 
(Washington: Depot. After much dis c ussion and habrnanon ga the ri ng on this i ng d rat . it 
was learned to be a hoax. There is no sxxniiar m en tion of his p e r sona : interest or 
invoivement in Rosweii events e xc ep t xn the n ew s pap ers. 

The above are hut two sznaii examp les that indicate that if some event happened that was 
one of the "watershed happenings'* in human history, the US military cenaini y reacted in 
an unconcerned and cavaiier manner. In an actual case, the military wouid have had to 
enter tnousands of soldiers and airman. not onrv at Rosweii but tnroughout the US. to aa 
aoncnaiamiy, preterm to comma ana re po n ousissss as usuai. ana g e ne r ate aosoiuteiy no 
paperwork of a suspicious nature, whiie simultaneously annopaimg that twenty yean or 
more into the future peopie wouid have avaiiabie a co m p r ehensive Freedom of 
Information Aa that wouid give tnem great ieeway to review and explore gov ernm ent 
documents. The rec or ds indicate that none of this happened (or if it did. ii was comroiled 
by a security system so efficient and tight that no one. US or otherwise, has been able to 
duplicate it since. If such a system had been in effect at the time, it wouid have also been 
used to p r o t ec t our atomic s ecrets from the Soviets, which history has showed obviously 
was not the case). The records reviewed co nfirm e d that no such sopmshcaied and 
efficient security system exited. 

WHAT THE "ROSWELL INCIDENT* WAS 

.As previously discussed, what was ongmaiiv reoortea to have oeen recoverea was a 
balloon of some son. usuaiiv described as a ‘weatner balloon. * althougn the majority of 
the wreckage that was ultimately displayed try G e n er a l Ramey and Major Marcei in the 
famous photos (Atch 16) in Ft. Worth, was that of a rahar target normaiiy suspended from 
balloons. This radar target, diseased in name dead later, was cenainiy consistent with 
the de scri pt i on of July 9 newspaper article i/nich discussed “tinfoil paper, tape, and 
sucks." Additionally, the descr ip ti on of the "frying disc” was ramrirey* with a document 
rounnev used by most pro-UFO writers to indicate a c ons pi ra cy in progress-the teleg ram 
from the Dallas FBI office of July 8, 1947. This document quoted in pan states: "..The 
disc is hexagonal in shape and was suspended from a balloon by a cable, which balloon 
was a p p roximat e l y twenty feet in diameter. ...:he object found resembles a high altitude 
weatner balloon with a radar reflector. ...disc and balloon being transponed...” 

Simiiariy, whiie conaucrmg the popular literature review, one of the documents reviewed 
was a paper entitled "The Rosweii Events" edited by Fred Whiting, and sponsored by the 
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Puna for UFO Researcn trTJFORT .Althouan it was not tne ongmai intennon to conzmsst 
on wnai coznmcroai autnors uuerorrteo or caimra that oiner persons supposeaiv said, 
this pameuiar document was oin er s n x oesause it contames arnTal comes of apparently 
autnenne sworn affidavits received mm a number of per s o ns who ch urn ed to have some 
Knowledge of the Roswexi event. Aithougn many of the persons who provided these 
affidavits to the FUFOR researchers aisn B mr ww i otmnons mat they tnougm there was 
cnmwftfflg about this incident. a numoer of rhan actually desenbed 

materials that sounded susmdousiy like wreckage xfom oaiioons. These innhiried the 
following: 

Jesse A. Marcci, MD (son of the iaxe Major Jesse Marcck 11 years oid ax the time of the 
incident). Affidavit dated May 6, 1991. “ ... There were three categories of debris: a 
thick, foil like metallic gray substance: a brittle: brownish-black piasne-iike matenai like 
Qakeiite; and there were gagments of what anpearea to be I-beams. On the inner surface 
of the I-beam, there appeared to be a type of writing. This writing was a puroie-vioiet 
hue. ana it had an embosseo appearance. The ngures were composed of curved, 
geometric shapes. It had no resemoiance to Russian. Japanese or any other foreign 
language, it resenxoied hieroglyphics, but u had no anxmai-iike cnararTOS...." 

LorettaProcter (former neighbor of ranener W.W. Brazeri. .Affidavit dated May 5, 1991. 
.LJBrazci came to my nrnen and showea my husband and me a piece of matenai he said 
came mom a large piie of cebns on the property he managed. The piece he brought was 
brown in color, similar to piascc...’Mac ; said the other material on the p ro p er ty looked 
like aluminum foiL It was very flexible anc wouldn’t crush or bum. There was also 
somenhng he desenbed as tape which had pri n t in g on it. The color of the printing was a 
land of puipie..." 

Bessie Brazei Schreiner i daughter of W.W. Brazed 14 yean oid at the time of the 
incident j. .Affidavit dated Septemoer 22. 1993. ."..The debris looked like pieces of a large 
baboon which had burst. The pieces were zmaiL tne lamest i rememo er measuring about 
the same as the d i a met e r or a basketball. Most of it was a kind of double-sided matenai 
foil-like on one side and runber-iike on the other. Both sides were grayish siiver in ccior, 
the foii more siivery than the rnober. Sticks, like kite sucks, were attached to some of the 
pieces with a whitish tape. The tape was atom two or three inches wide and had flower¬ 
like designs on it. The 'flowers’ were faint, a variety of p an el colors, and reminded me of 
Japanese paintings m which the flowers are not all connected I do not recall any other 
types of matenai or markings, nor do I r ememb er seeing gouges in the ground or any 
other signs that anything may have rut the ground hard. The foii-nibber matenai couid not 
be tom like ordinary aiummum foil can be tom..." 

Sally Strickiand Tadoiini (neighbor ofWW Brazei: nine years oid in 1947). Affidavit 
Septcmoer 27, 1993. .What Bill showed us was a piece of what I still think as 
fabric. It was something iike aluminum foiL something like <grin something iike weil- 
tanned iearner in its tougnness. yet was not preoseiy iike any one of those materials—It 
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was acorn tns inzckness of verv rine xidsion giove l eamer ana a -uii me ta llic grayisn sziver. 
one siae sugmiv ganger uxan tne orner. I do not remem oer it navmg any aesgn or 
enmossmg on it..." 

RobenR. Porter iB-29 flighi Engineer stanoneo at Rosweti in 1947Y Amdavit dated 
June 7, 1991. ."..On this occasion-I was a memoer of the crew which dew cans ofwhai 
we were toid was a dying saucer to Fort Worth. The peopie on boara inauaea...cna Mai 
Jesse Maim. Cant. William £. Anderson it was hum a dying s auc e r . Afker we 
amved. the matemi was transferrea to a 3-25. I was toid they were gome to Wright 
Field in Dayton. Ohio. 1 was mvoived in loading the B-29 with the mat e r ia l which was 
w T in pc a in passages with wrapping paper. One of the pieces was tnangie-snaneo. about 
2 1/2 feet across the bottom. The rest were in smaii packages, about the size of a shoe 
box. The brown paper was heid with tape. The material was eurcmeiy iighrweighr. 

When i picked it up* it was just iike picking up an e m pty package. We loaned the mangl e 
shanea package and three snoe box-sized packages into the plane. .Ml of the pa ckages 
couid have nt into tne mink of a car. ...When we came oack from luncn. they toid us they 
had transferrea the matenai to a B-25. They toid us tne maxenai was a weatner oaiioon. 
out Frr. certain it wasn t a weamer oaiioon...'’ 

In addition to those persons above soil living who ciaim to have seen or examined the 
.ongmai matenai founa on the Braze: Rancn. there is one additional person who was 
universally acknowledged to have been involved in its recovery, Sheridan Cavitt. Lr Col 
USAF. (Ret). Cavitt is credited in ail claims of having a ccompa nied Maior Marce: to the 
ranch to recover the debris, sometimes aiong wnh his Counter intelligence Corps (CIC) 
suborainaxe. William Rickett. who* iike Marco, is deceased. Although there does not 
appear to be much dispute that Cavitt was involved in the material recovery, other ciaizns 
about him prevail in the popular literature. He is somerimes portrayed as a ciosed-moum 
(or somenmes even sinister ) conspirator who was one of the eariv individuals who kept 
the "seem of RosweiP from gening out. Other things about him have been alleged, 
inciuoing tne claim tnat ne wrote a report of the incident at tne time that has never 
sunacea. 

Since L: Col Cavitt. who had first-hand knowieage, was still alive, a decision was made to 
interview him and get a signed sworn statem en t from him about his version of the events. 
Prior to the interview, the Secretary of the Air Force provided him with a written 
authorization and waiver to discuss classified inzonnanon with the interviewer and release 
him from any security oath he may have taken. Subseauemiy, Cavitt was interviewed on 
May 24* 1994, at his home. Cavitt provided a s : gnea. sworn stat ement (Aten 17) of his 
recoiiecaons in this matter. He aiso consented to having the interview tape-recorded. A 
transcript of that recording is at Arch 18. In this interview. Cavitt related that he had been 
contacted on numerous occasions by UFO researchers and had wiiiingiy talked with many 
of them: nowever. he felt that he had oftentimes been mi s repr es en t ed or had his lonunems 
taken out of co nt e xt so that their true meaning was changed. He statea uneauivocaiiy, 
however, that the matenai he recoverea consisted of a rerieoive son of matenai like 
aluminum foil and some thin, bamboo-iike sucks. He thougm ai the ume. ana commuea 
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io QO so tooiY, mat wnat ac rouna was a weaxser T??i t,rirm —-- — 

resesrcners TrrTT He aiso remanoerea nnging a ^nnii “blade box’ 1 type ox muniment, 
wnxch he thougnt atthenme wasprooabiy a ramosonoe. Lt Cd Cavnr aiso rcviewea the 
famous Ramrv/Marca encto grapes (Area 16) of the w ie o a ge taken to Ft Worth ( ofte n 
riaimgfl by UFO researchers to have oesn switched ana the remnants.or a balloon 
subsnmxeh for h i ana he idesxmed the mazensis is those photos as consistent. 

with the mstenais that he recovered tram the rants. Lt Col Cavitt aiso stated that he had 
never rnrm any oath or signed any agreement not to talk about this inarienr and had sever * 

frffgr rrrr^Tw^ r i hy anyone m The g mw mmHi r w wsn m nf it He did COt even KBOW the 
“'uiddent” was riaimw* to be anyining iimi he was inte r v iewed in the eany 

1980's. 

Simiiariy, Irving Newton, Maior, USAF, (Ret) was located and interviewed. Newton was 
a weather officer assigned to Fort Worth, who was on duty when the Rosweii debris was 
sent there m July, 1947. He was told that he was to r ep o rt to Gene ral Ranter s office to 
view me material. In a signed, sworn statement (Arch 30) Newton related that .M 
walked into the Gen eral’s office wnere this supposed hying saucer was lying ail over the 
floor. .As soon as i saw it. I giggled ana asked if that was me hying saucer...! told them 
that tms was a baiioon ana a RAWTN target...” Newton aiso szatea that .".. while I was 
examining the debris. Major Marcei was picking up pieces of the target sacks ana trying 
to convince me that some notations on the sods were aiien writings, there were figures 
on the sucks, iavenoer or pink in color, appeared to be weather faded m arkings, with no 
rhyme or reason (sic). He did not convince me that these were aiien writings." Newton 
concluded his statement by reianng that ."..During the ensuing yean I have been 
interviewed by many authors. I have oeen quoted and misquoted. The das remain as 
indicated above. I was not mfluenred during the ongmai interview, nor today, to provide 
anything but what X know to be true, that is. the material I saw in G ener a l Ramey's office 
was the remains ox a baiioon and a RAWTN target.” 


Balloon R es ea r ch 

The ongmai tasking ham GAO noted that the searen for mformanon induced “weaxner 
balloons." Comments about balloons and safety repor ts have already been made, however 
the SAF/AAZ resenren efforts aiso focused on reviewing historical rec or ds involving 
balloons, since, among other reasons, that was wnat was officially by the AAF to 

have oeen found and recovered in 1947. 

As earxy as February 28, 1994, the aAZD re search team found refe r ences to balloon tests 
tairing piace at Alamogordo AAF (now Holloman AFB) and White Sands during June and 
July 1947, tea ring “constant ievd balloons” and a New York University (NYUVWatson 
Labs efbn that used “... m e teo rological devices... suspected for dezsedns shock waves 
generated by Soviet nud e ar explosions”—a possible indication of a cov er story assnditrd 
with the NYU baiioon project. Subsequently, a i946 HQ AMC memoran du m was 
surfaced, describing the constant altitude baiioon pro j ect ann specified that the sdentinc 
data be classified TOP SECRET Prionrv l A. Its name was Pr o ject Mogul (Atch 19). 
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Protect Mosrn was a innwcnamve. aassasa p r o ic ct. wnost 
the yr ?T g of Soviet nuaccr weapons r t- ^ rr- n This was the eariy Cold War penoa ana 
there was senous concern-within tne US government aootzr me Soviets oevnoomg a 
weanomzsd atomic device- Because the Soviet Union s benters were ciosr d , the US 
Go v er nmen t sought to qcvood a long range nudear explosion detection ca pa mmy, Lang 
range, baiioon-oorne. iow neauenev acoustic d etec t ion was posed to General Spaaxzm 
1945 by Dr. Maurice Ewing of Columns Uni v ers ity as a potential so lu tion t' annospn enc 
ducting of low frequency pre ssu re waves had been studied as eariy as 1900). 

As pan of the zesearen into this matter. AAZD p e r s o nn el locates ana cbtamea the 
original study papers and r e po rts of the New York University p r o je ct. Their enons aiso 
reveaied that some of the individuais xnvurved in Project Mogui were stiii living. These 
persons mduded NYU aitinide fri fllo on Di r ec tor of Research. Dr. Aiheiszzn. 

F. So iihau s ; the Pro j e c t E ngine e r. P rofessor Charles B. Moore: and the imiit a r v Project 
Officer. Colonel Albert C. Trakowsd . 

.Ail of these persons were suDsecuennv mtennewea and signsc sworn s t a tements about 
:ncr acnviues. A copy of theses statements are anpe no ed at Aich 20*22. Additionally, 
transcripts of the interview with Moore and Trakowsid are * ,<r> (equipment 

malfunctioned during the imemew of Soiihaus) (Atch 23-24). These in terviews conrinned 
that Project Mogul was a co mpanmem ed. s ensit ive eixbrt. The NYU group was 
responsible for developing constant ievei balloons and telemetering equipment that wouid 
remain at spedned airimdes ( within the wgraiyrir duct) while a group from Columbia was 
to develop acoustic sensors. Doctor Spilhaxis. Professor Moore, and certain others of the 
group were aware of the actual purpose of the pro j ect, but they did not know of the 
project nickname as the nme. They handled casual inquiries and/or sciendri c. 
inquiries/papers in terms of “unoassined m e t e orolo gic a l or balloon research." Newiy 
hireo employees were not made aware that there was anything special or classified about 
their work: they woe told only that their work desit with meteoroiogicai equ i p m ent. 

.An advance grouna team, led by Albert p. Crary, pr cce osd the NYU group to 
Alamogordo AAF. New Mexico, setting up ground sensors and obtaining xariiities for the 
NYU group. Upon their arrival. Professor Moore and his team exp e rime nted with various 
coxmguranons of neoprene balloons: develop m ent of balloon “trams" (see illustration. 

.Atch 25); automatic ballast systems: ana use of Navai sonoouays (as the Watson Lab 
acousxzcai sensors had not yet arrived). They aiso iaunened what they called u service 
tiigms." These "service bights” were not logged nor felly accounted for in the published 
Technical Reports generated as a resuit of the c ontrag b e t ween NYU and Watson Labs. 
According to Professor Moore, the “service flights'’ were of balloons, radar 

reflectors and psyioads speoncaliy designed to test acous oc (both eariy 
sonobuoys and the later Watson Labs devices). The “payioad eq uipme nt ’ was cxpmriahir 
and some earned no “REWARD” or “RETURN TO...” tag? because th er e was to be so 
association between these flights and the logged cn w « t « tg aimwiy which were fully 
acknowledged. The NYU baiioon flights were listed sequenhaily in their r e ports 
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Professor Moore wmwrr^ tear tn^ gaps were tne timoggea '‘service nights. ’ 

Professor Moore, the os-scene Project Fogme c r . gave deraie d infrirmanon c ance l ling his 
r eam s enbn s He recaiied that radar targets were used for tracking balloons oecansetbev 
did not nave ail the necessary equipment when they first arrived in New Mexico. Some of 
the eany devefotanemai radar ta r ge ts were ganancar ed by a toy or noveiry company: 
These targes were made up of aluminum ‘‘fbiT or md-haciced paper, baisa wood faeana 
that were coated in an “Elmer s-type’ glue to their rnffibiftty, acetate and/or doth 

ranmrang tape, smgie srrana and braided nyion twine; brass evens and swiveis to mnn a 
mum-faced reriwanr mimwmi gmi«r tn tn » mac ime t«eg pPQtn m p iw . 

Aich26). Some ofthese targets wee aiso assembled with purptish-pxnk tape with 
symhois on it (see drawing by Moore with Arch 21). 

According to the log summary (Atch 27) of the NYU group, flight A through Eight 7 
(Nov emoe r 20. 1946-July 2. 1947) were maoe with ne oprene meieor oiogicai bailoons (as 
opposea to tne later nights mane witn polyethylene baiioonsi. P rofessor Moore stated 
that tne n eourene oaiioons were suscentxoie to oegreoanon m the sunlight, turning from a 
miiicy wrote to a dark brown. He besomed finaino of balloon trams with 

reflectors ana payioads that had tanned in the desert: the nipcired and shred d ed n eo prene 
would “almost took like dark gray or black flakes or ashes after exposure to the sun for 
oniy a few days. The piasnozsss and anomddanxs in the neoprene wouid emit a pecudsr 
acrid odor ? nr * the ballo on anri radar znaseriai would be scattered afler 

remmrng to earth depending on the surface winds." Upon review of the local ne w s pa p e r 
photographs mnn G e ne r a l Ramey s pres conference in 1947 and de sc r iptions in p o p ula r 
books by individuals who sunposediy handled the debris recovered on the ranch. Professor 
Moore opined that the material was most likdy the shredded remains of a nxmii-ne opr c ae 
balloon tram with muiaoie ranar reflectors. The material and a “black box." de sc r ibed by 
Cavitt. was. in Moore s saenrifle opinion, most proba bly from flight 4. a “service flight" 
:har included z cyiindncai mssai sonoouov and oorcons of a weather m-mmgw housed in 
a oox. which was uniike typtcai weatner radiosondes wnich were mane of caruooam. 
Additionally, a copy of a professional journal maucamed at the time by A_P. Crary, 
provided to the Air Force oy his widow, showed that FBgbr 4 was 1*™*™** on June 4, 
1947. but was not recovered by the NYU g ro up . It is very pro ba ble that this TOP 
SECRET protect balloon train (Flight 4), made up of unaartmed components: came to 
rest some muss northwest of Rosweti, NM. became shredded in the sunace winds and was 
nithnaieiy found by the rancher. Brand. ten days later. This possibility was s up p o rt e d by 
the observsrians of Lt Col Cavort (Atch 17-18), the oniy living eyewitness to the a anal 
debris odd and the material found. Lt Col Cavitt described a snail area of debris which 
app eared , “to resemb le bamboo type square sacks one quarter to one half inch square, that 
were very tight, as weil as some son of me ta llic reflect ing ma t eria l that was aiso very tight 
... I rememoer r rsognmng this material as be ing consistent with a weather balloon." 

Con cer n in g the initial announc em en t . “RAAF Captures Flying Disc." r esear c h failed to 
locate any documented evidence as to wny that statement was made However, on July 
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zruds wnix photogr agns aetnonstrannc musmi e baiioons ana targes ax me sa m e 10 canon— 
as the NYU group opearea iron at Alamo gorno AAF. Professor Moore expre sse d 
surprise ax sfAing this since his. was the omy oaiioon test group m the area. He srancu. “It 
appears that there was some rvpe of umbreiia cover story to protect our work with 
Mobil” Although the Air Force did not tmff hn mmww rws evidence that Geo. .Ramey was 
directed to & weather oaiioon in his pre ss confer ence, he may have done so 

because he was either aware of Protect Mogul and was trying to deflect interest jfamxL, or- 
he readily perceived the maxenai to be a weaxner oaiioon cased on the ideermemon horn * 
his wesxher officer. Irving Newton. In either cmr the materiais recovered by theAAF in 
July, 1947. were not readily recognizable as a ny t hin g spe c i al (only the purpose was 
spemi) and the recovered debris nseixwas unciassmed. Addiflonaily, the press dropped- 
its interest in the matter as cnucidv as they had jumped on it. Hence, there would be no 
pardcuiar reason to further document what quickly became a “nan-evem-" 

The interview with Coionei Trakowski ('Aren 23-24) also proved valuable infonnanoa. 

Trakowsid provided socofic demiis on Project Mogul and desorbed how the security tor 
the orogram was so uo. as he was formerly the TOP SECRET Controi Officer for the 
program. He funner reiaxea that mauv of the onzmai raaar targets that were produced 
around the end of World War II were xabricaied by toy or novelty c ompan ies using a 
purpixsh-pmk tape with flower and heart symbols on it. Trakowsid also recounted a 
conversation that he had with his frieno. ana superior military officer in his chain of 
command. Coi on ei Marcsilus Duffy, in July, 1947. Duffy, fo rme r l y had Trakowsiri’s 
position on Mogul, but had su bs equently been tra nsfer re d to Wright FiekL He stated: 

" .Colonel Duffy call e d me on the telephone hum Wright Held and gave me a story about 
a fellow that had co me in from New Mexico, woke him up in the middle of the night or 
some such thing with a handful of debris, and wanted him. Colonel Duffy, to identify n. 

...He just said ’it sure iooks like some of the sniff you've been launching ax Alamogordo’ 
ai;d he desorbed it. and I said 1 vea. I think it is. ’ Certaxniy Coionei Duffir knew enough 
ai.’out raaar targets, radiosondes, baiioon-oome weatner devices. He was intimately 
fa miliar with all that apparatus. ’ 

Attempts were made to iocaxe Coionei Duff/ but it was ascertained that he had died. His 
widow explained that, aithougn he had amassed a large amount of personal papers relaxing 
tc his Air Force acsvhies. she had recently disposed of these items. Likewise, it was 
learned that A-P. Crary was also deceased; however his surviving spouse had a number of 
his papers from nis balloon testing days, inrhirimg nis n m Twqnmii journal from the period 
in question. She provided the Air Force researeners with this material. It is in 

more detail within Atch 32. Overall, it helps fill in gaps of the Mogul story. 

During the period the Air Force con ducte d this research, it was di scov er e d that several 
ethers had also d iscov ere d the possibility that the “Roswell ladders” may have been 
g en era ted by the recovery of a Project Mogul oaiioon device. These persons included 
Professor Charies B. Moore. Robert Todd, and coincidentally, Karl Pflock, a rcsearchg 
who is married to a staffer wno woncs for Congressman Schiffi Some of these persons 
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proviaea a< to wnere Qo c mne ngnQn ™qiir oc >■ >■•-— •—-.- 

hisones »»» ubraxies. A review of Freedom ox'Inxonnaxion Act (POIA) r caucu s reveaiea 
That Robert Todd. p a mm ian v had become aware of Project Mogul several years ago xzxa 
hati aoggediv o p mn gg fiom tne Air Foret rhrougn the FGIA- & huge mnnunr or nmn ni 
pe nammg 10 ic long oexbre the AAZD resesreners maenainenriy s rar d on tne same 
possibility. 


Most nnerenmmy, as this r ep ort was hems w ri ng Pflock uuoiisiica bis own report of 
rhta martgr www aii rniM rvr PTTFnP rrrrrrieA “RoSWeii in Per3pecave' , (1994). 
pflock coschided brnn nis r * * w* T w that xne flraxei Rancn debris onsmaiiy reported as a 
“flying disc” was proba bly debris from a Mosul Hattnrwr however, there was a 
smzunaneous mradrnt that o caa re d not nr away, tbs caused an alien eras to crash and 
ths the AAF suateou eanv recovered three alien bod i es tn e r e gom . Air Force research did 
not iocaxe any imonnano n to corroboraie tbs this mer embt c coincidenc e occurred, 
however. 


In oraer to provide a more named discussion of the soeoncs of Project Mogui ana how 
it aopearca to be dirccnv resnonsibie for the “Roswai Inodes/’ a SAF/AAZD researener 
prepares a more ctgaiirri discussion on tne balloon orotea wnicn is aopenoeo to inis 
repon as Atch 32. 

Other Research 

In the anemut to develop additionai infarmanon ths could help explain this matter, a 
number of other stsns were taken. First. was requested from various museums 

»nri other a rchi ves l Aich 28) to obtain i n f n i ”** rirm and/or of the balloons 

and raoar targets used in connecsion wuh Project Mogul and to correlate them with the 
vanous Qescnpnonaof wre crag e and materia ls recovered. The bhiepnnts tor the “Pilot 
Balloon Targe ML307C/AP Assembly" 7 (genetically, the rads target assemor/) were 
located at die Army Signal Corps Museum s Fort Monmouth and obtained. A copy is 
appenoea as Aten 25. This oiuepnnt orovides tne specif caaon for the roil maierial tase. 
wond. evens, ana string used and the assembly insmscuons thereto. An a cn i r i device 
was aiso cotamed tor study with the assistance of P r o fe s sor Moore. (The gramme 
aaraiiy procured was a 1953-manufacmred mood “C* as compared to the Model B 
which was in use in 1947. Professor Moore rriateri the differences were mmoi i An 
Hoinun a n o n of this device revealed it to be suspiy made of alummum-coiored foil-like 
material over a stronger papcr-iikc matenal attached to baisa wood sticks, amced with 
tape, giue. and twme. When opened, die device ap pe a rs as demand in Atch 3! 

(come i loci try photo) and Axch 25 (1947 photo, in a “balloon tram' 7 ). When i aided, the 
device is in a senes of triangles, die largest being four fea by two feet ten inches. The 
sm all e st triangle seam n me a s u r es two teg by two tea ten inch es. (Compare with 
de sc r i pt i ons provided by Lt Col Cavitt and others, as well as photos of wreckage). 

Additionally, the re sear chers obtained from the Archives of the University of Texas- 
Arlington fUTA), a set of original ii.e. nrst generation j prims of the ph oto gr ap hs taken at 
the time by the FpriWorrh Star-Teleg ra m, that depicted Rainey and Marca with the 
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wreocage. A close review or three rnoios t ana a set of nrsr u”tt rTOcn :rz aiso 

rdoseaucsLiv o orame a from UTA) revratea several ^prrmg ooservanons. . .m. auhoagn 
•ji some of the iiterzsxre cztea aoove. Marcs auesssiy * '*?* * ' tnarne nan his ennzo xaxra 
•vim the “res” UFO wr wxage aaa mm a was suaseouenav r em oves and the wcamr 
baiioon wr e oa g g suosxznztea for it. a snow* T nyy tne wreexass 

ipp y aryg in thg nfMare* aim i Lamy y Tng *icn rhar rmr rr mw h» 

was tying on wnat agpear e a to be some son of 1 wmspcig paper ig ningriff with aasavg 
excerpt of crew cmcrPoraf. aoove t. It was aiso notes that mine two photos ofRamey 
he had a niece of neper m his nano. In one. a was min*** over so Doming couia be sees. 

In the s r e nna , however, there a ppear s to be tsex p w n t w i on tne paper. la an anemone 
reaa this text to dcxenmse if it aav xurther best os locxnng dccmggga r w w nmj 

t o this manor, the photo was sent to a national lever orzarszacon tor mgxzisns asa 
subsecugat photo taaoretanon ana analysis. This orgaxtnsatm was also asked to 
saumns the rhuirga a photos for anv tndicanos of the howerea tape tor “hieroglyphics, 
aeoenaing on the uonn of viewi that were reputed to be visible to some of the persons 
wno ooservea the wreckage pner to it getting to rort Worm. This onanaansn resortca 
on iuiv 20. 1 99 4. that even anrr oigiasng. me onotos-were of insumdenr mxaiiiv to 
visualize enner of the a crabs sougnt for anaxvss. This o rganasmen was aoie to octain 
measuremeas ncra tne “sucks’’ %nsibie in tne aebris aide it was ascerramea bv an 
interview of the ongmai photograpner wnat kind of camer a ne used. The results of this 
process are provided in Aten 22. aiong with a r ensnee oiagram ana the pnoto from winch 
the measurements were xnaae. AU these measurements are coxxxpaxxbie with the wooaen 
matenais used in the radar target previously described. 

CONCLUSION 

The ait Force research did not iccam or aeveioD anv information that ;he “Rosweti 
: nacm” was-a UFO event. All available cmnai matenais. aithntign mev ao not direc tl y 
loarcss Ro sweii per se. ir.oicais max ms most iikriv source of the vrrerkizz recovered 
zrem tne srzze: Bancs was hem one of the Protect Mogul oaiioon trams. Aitbougn that 
protect was f OP SECRET a: tne time, mere was ai*n no speone i ndica ti o n xounc to 
indicate an omcai pre-oiannca cover siorv was in pace to exsiam an event such as that 
wnich ultimately happened. It appears that the id earn cano n of the wr e cka ge as oeing pars 
of a wanner baiioon aevice. as resorted in the n ews p ap ers at the pm ?, was oases on tne 
fact mat there was no physical difference in the radar targets «nd the neoprene balloons 
(other man me numners ana ccanguranoni berweai Mogul balloons a i*d no rma l weaxner 
balloons. Addzxzonaiiv, it s eems that mere was over-rescson by Colomd Blancnaxd and 
Major Marco, in ongzn&iiv reporting that a ‘‘flying disc 1 had bets recovered when, at that 
time, nooody for sure knew what that term even meant since the it oniy been in use ibr 

a ccuoie of weexs. 

Likewise, there was no indicanon in onimi r e c o r d s c om tne period that tnere was 
haginenea miiitary operanonai or seomry aorviry widen snoind have been gwenw d if 
this was. in fact, me rust recovery of matenais ano/dr p e r sons f r om another wond. The 
cost- War US Military t or tooav s ror mat marten did not nave the canaoiiirv to ranidiv 
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.cemrv. recover, cc ot mcz ic c ever hid. arrrt cuicaav imnanss suou& w ... m w... — 

rvoxi. The caun tnaz a»r aid so wimem leaving even a xirzie on of a susmneas caper 
trail for 47 yean is increnibie. 

It tfinnin qc nmwi here mat were was li ttie memonesi in ims rerun zoom me 
recovery of the so-caiied “ alien nnriiw " This is for several Teasers: First, tne recurara 
w re o ac e was from a P roje ct Mogul haiiooa. There were so "alien - p a s smeere warm. 
SeccnaiY, me pro-UFO coups wno espo use tne alien bodies tnenno canaai eves agree- 
among in emsav c s as to whsL how many, wnere. sues bodies were supposedly 

recovered Aridgsnnanv. some of these 022 ms nave oeestsoown to be ho axes, eves oy 
omcr UFO ressarenen . Thirdly wnea sum damn are mane, they tie often agrihmcq to 
peooie usmg p sta o ngyms or wno otnerwise do not want to be puonciy idemmed. 

^ ^Trr^niv <n trar «r»m» irrrt nf rw wm mnn rawwm QC —iim tMBiingrat mffwn^ 

that noooov has been snows to nave aied. di sa p pear ed or o th er wise sua c res at the hands 
of the go v e rnment du ring the iast 47 years). Founa. many of the pcss o ns c a k ing the 
oiggest oeans of “alien bodies*' make their living tfom tne “Roswed Indri c m " WH2e 
raving 2 commons: interest m somewmg aoes not azzzcmancaixv maxe it suspect. a does 
raise mi g 'e snng questions rmstea to amnrnncgy . Such s s ra o ni saouid he encourage: to 
:r gg men evidence mot sneananon j airecsiy to tne government and provide ail 
pen m e nt cstaiis ana evidence to support torn* a honest da-xindmg is wnaz is 
wames. Lastly, persons wno nave come forwarti ana provided their names ana mane 
naans, may nave, in good faith but in the “fog of time.'' mssaaerpremd past events. The 
review of Air Force recoins did not locate even one piece of evidence to indicate mat the 
Air Force nzs had any pan in an '‘alien*' body rec ov ery operation or continuing cover-up. 


Dunne the course of this enbn. me Air Force has kept m dose touch with the GAO and 
rssponced :□ tnesr vanous queries ana resuests for gwmneg. This repor t was g enerated 
is an onidai response to tne GAO. ana to aoatmem the consideranie enort expended by 
r.t A-r Force c:: thdr email I: is annmoaied that max tr.cv wiii recuest a copy of this 
con :o ndo formulate me forma: report of their efforts, it is r ecomm ences mat inis 
-ccumem serve as tne hnai Air Force report reiaien to tne Aosweii matter, forms GAO. 


■ zr anv otner mnuiries. 
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THAT THFY WAD SFFN STR-ANGF OBJECTS T N THF SKY. SQMF EFPOPTFD 
i FIND OF RTRn-LlKF ORJFCT V KTL F OTHERS PF PO RTF TV A HELICOPTER 
UiTTW A t TGHT ON. THFRF UFRF WO HFLIC 0 D IFRS AJDRORNE AT THAT 
r THf . j 

AFTFR- HF 70LT) T*F C IT I7FN TT -WAS ONLY 
STARS ANO HAD TALKFn TO MEHRARAD TOWER HF OF CT D FD TO LOOK FOR 
HTMSFLF. HF WOTTCFn AN ORJFCT IN' THF SKY SIMILAR TD A STAR 
RTGGFR A «fl RRTGHTFR. HF DECIDED TO S CP AM RL F AN F-4 FROM 
SHtHPOKRT APR TO TNVFSTIGATF. 

R. AT-msn HRS ON THF 197H THF F—* TOOK OFF -AND PROCEFnFD 
TO A POINT ABOUT 4 fl KH NORTH OF TEHRAN. DU F TO T7S- BRILLIANCE 
T.HF- OR.JFCT UAS FASTLY VISIBLE FROM 7fl MILES AWAY. 

AS THF F-ti APPROACHED A RANGF OF- ZS NM HF LOST ALL TNSTRUHFNTATTD K 
AND COMMMNTCA TTONS IUHF AND INTERCOM 1, HF RPQKF OFF *THF 
-1 NT r PflFP T AND HFADFD RACK TO SUAHROKHI. UHFN T.HFF-4 TURNED 
; AUAY FROM THF ORJFCT A ND A °P ARF NTLY UAS NO L ONG£R A THRFAT 
TO IT THF AIRCRAFT REGAINED ALL -INSTRUMENTATION AND COM¬ 
MUNICATIONS; AT.;ru*n hps a second f-« uaS launched., -the 
BACKSFATFR ACOUIPFO A RADAR LOCK ON AT 2 7 NH • 12 O*CL0CK 
H T H POSTTTON WITH THE VC t RATE OF CLOSURF 1 AT ISO NKPH. . * 

• A HF PANGF DECREASED TO -7S NK THF ORJFCT MOVED A RAY AT- A 

SP. r*n THAT UAS VISIBLE on THE RADAR SCOPE and -STAYED AT 2 5 N H . 

•C- THF *SI7E' or THF RADAR RETURN UAS # COMPARABLE TO THAT OF 
A 7n7 TANKFR. THF VISUAL ST7F OF THF ORJFCT UAS DIFFICULT 
TO -‘DISCFRN RFCAUSF OF ITS JNTFNSE -BPTLLI ANCF . -THE 
LIGHT THAT TT GAVF OFF UAS THAT OF FLASHING* STROBE LIGHTS 
arranged in a rfctangular pattfrn and alternating bluf* grfen* 

RFD AND ORANGE TN COLOR- THE SEQUENCE OE-THF LIGHTS -WAS SO 
FAST THAT A4iL THF COLORS COULD BE SFFN AT OMCF. THF ORJFCT 
A NTT THE PURSUING F-ft CONTINUED 0 AT A COURSE TO THE SOUTH OF 
TFHRAN UHFN.ANOTHER BRIGHTLY LIGHTED ORJFCT* FSTIHATED TO RE 
ONE HALF TO ONE THIRD THE APPARENT SI7F OF THE MOON* ■ CAME 
OUT OF THF ORIGINAL ORJFCT- THIS- SECOND ORJFCT HEADED STRAIGHT 
TOUAPD THF F—4 AT A VERY FAST RATE OF SPEEIT. THE PILOT 
ATTEMPTED TO FIRE AN AIM-9 MISSILE AT :THF ORJE-CT BUT* AT THAT. 
INSTANT HTS WEAPONS CO NT RO L PAN EL -WENT OFF AND HE LOST ALL 
COMMUNICATIONS CUHF.AND IN TF RPH ON E ) - ■ A T THIS POINT THE* PILOT* 

T-WT TIA TF D A TURN A NO NFGATIVF G -DIVE TO GET AUAY. AS* HF 
TURNED THF 0 B JF A 7 FELL IN TRAIL -AT UHA T • APPF AR ED TO BE ABOUT 
T-4 nh. AS HE -CONTINUED IN. HTS TURN AWAY-FROM THE PRIHARY 
OBJECT THF SECOND OBJECT U FN T ;T 0 THF INSIDE OF HIS-TURN THEN 
RETURNED TO THF PRIMARY OBJECT FOR A PERFECT RFJOIN. 


SHORTLY AFTER THF SECOND ORJECT JOINED UP WITH THF 
ARY OBJECT ANOTHER O R J FC T A PP E AR FD TO COME OUT OF THF 
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OTHfR STDF OF TMF PR7HARY OP.JF.CT GOTN*G STRAIGHT DOWN*.AT A 
(7R FAT RATF *OF SPfFH. THF F —B CRFU HAH RFGA INFO COMMUNICATIONS 
AND THF UPTONS CONTROL PANEL A .VO WATCHED THF OBJECT APPROACH 
THF GROUND ANTICIPATING A LARGE FXPLnSTOtt. THIS OBJFCT APPFARED 
70 COM F TO REST GENTLY ON THF EARTH AND CAST A VERY BRIGHT 
LIGHT OVER AH AD F A OF ABOUT 7-3 KILOMETERS. 

THF CRFU OFSCFNOFn FROM THFT R ALT ITU OF OF ?CM TO. X 5« AKf) 

COMTINllFn TO OBSERVE AND MARK -T HF OB JE CT *S p OSTTIDN. THFY 
HAF) SOME T>TFFTDJLTT IN ADJUSTING THF IP NIGHT VISIBILITY FOR . 
lANhlNG SO AFTFP ORBITING MEHRABAn A FEU TT*ES THEY *.UENT OUT 
FOR A STRAIGHT IN CANO ING. THF P F UAS A LOT OF INIERFFRENCF 
ON -THF HHF AND EACH TIHE THFT PASSFO THROUGH A HAG. BFARIWG 
OF ISO OF GREF FROM EHRABAO THEY. LOST THEIR COMMUNICATIONS ‘flJHE 
ANO INTERPHONE) ANO THE INS FLUCTUATED FROM 30 DEGREES — 50 OFGRE ES. 
'THE ON F CTVTL ATPLTNFR THAT UAS APPROACHING MEHRABAD DIP INK‘THIS 
SAME TIMF ETPFPTENCFD COHKtlN ICA TT ONS FAILURE IN ;THF -SAME 
VICINITY <KTLO 7IILIM BUT OTO NOT RFPORT SEF'TNK ANYTHING. 

| WHILE THE P-ft'uASflN A LONG JFTU AL APPROACH TK;- CRFU KOTTCFD 
; ANOTHER CYLTNOFR SHAPED OBJFCT (ABOUT THF SITE OF A T-RIRO 
i A" 1PH) UTTH BRIGHT STFADY LIGHTS ON EACH FNtl AND A FLASHER * 

| . ‘.he MTnnr.r. when ouepifo the toufr statfo there was no 

liOioFR KNfiVN TRAFFIC IN THE AREA.: DURING THF TIME THAT THE 
j OBJECT PASSED OVER THE F-ft THE TOWER T3 in NOT HAVE A.VISUAL* * 

] ON TT RUT PTCXFO IT UP AFTER THE PILOT TOLO THEM TO LOOK 
RTTUFEN THE MOUNTAINS AND THE REFINERY. 

C- ntlR TNG DAYLIGHT THE F-* CRFU WAS TAKEN OUT TO THE 
AREA TN A HFV-I.COPTFR WHERE THE OBJECT APPARENTLY- HAO. LANOFD. 

NOTHING UAS NOTICED .AT- THE SPOT .UHERE .THEY T HOUGHT THE OBJECT 
LANOFD ( A DRY LAKF BED > RUT AS THEY CIRCLE 17 OFF TO- THE 
WEST OF THE AREA THEY PICKET tJP A VFRY NOTICEABLE BEEPER 
SIGNAL- ATTHt POINT UHERE T»F RETURN • UAS THE LOUDEST 1 UAS 
A' SHALL HOUSE WITH A GARDEN. THEY LANDFO A NO ASKED THE PEOPLE 
WITHIN IF THEY HAO NOTICED ANYTHING STRANGF-LAST NIGHT. -THE * 

PEOPLE TAI2KED ABOUT A LOUD N-OTSE AND A VERY BRIGHT LIGHT 

LIKE LIGHTENING- THE * A IP CR AFT A NO AREA WHERE. THE OBJFCT IS. r. 

RELUFVFn TO -HAtyE LANDED ARE BEING CHFCKEn FOR iPOSSIKLE .RADIATION. t 


! _ _1 . MORE INFORMATION UILL BE 

F-OPUARnm WHEN IT BECOMES AVAIL ABLF.- 
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INFORMATION SHEET Prepared by: 

Number 78-1 LFF-3/Public Services Branch 

Office of External Relations 
NASA Headquarters 
Washington, DC 20546 

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 

The information contained here has been compiled to respond 
to queries on Unidentified Flying Objects directed to the White 
House as well as NASA. 

NASA is the focal point for answering public inquiries to 
the White House relating to UFOs. NASA is not engaged in a re¬ 
search program involving these phenomena, nor is any other govern¬ 
ment agency. 

BACKGROUND 

In July of 1977, Dr. Frank Press, Director of Science and 
Technology Policy, Executive Office of the President, wrote to 
Dr. Robert A. Frosch, the NASA Administrator, suggesting NASA 
should answer all UFO-related mail and also to consider whether 
NASA should conduct an active research program on UFOs. In a 
letter dated December 21, 1977, Dr. Frosch agreed that NASA will 
continue to respond to UFO-related mail as it has in the past 
and, if a new element of hard evidence that UFOs exist is brought 
to NASA's attention from a credible source, NASA will analyze the 
anexplained organic or inorganic sample and report its findings. 




4 

As a result of these investigations and studies, and ex¬ 
perience gained from investigating UFO reports since 1948, the 
conclusions of the Air Force were: (1) no UFO reported, investi¬ 
gated, and evaluated by the Air Force has ever given any 
indication of threat to our national security; (2) there has 
been no evidence submitted to or discovered by the Air Force 
that sightings categorized as "unidentified” represent 
technological developments or principles beyond the range of 
present day scientific knowledge; and (3) there has been no 
evidence indicating that sightings categorized as "unidentified" 
are extraterrestrial vehicles. 

With the termination of Project Blue Book, the Air Force 
regulation establishing and controlling the program for investi¬ 
gating and analyzing UFOs was rescinded. All documentation 
regarding the former Blue Book investigation has been permanently 
transferred to the Modern Military Branch, National Archives 
and Records Service, 8th Street and Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., 
Washington, DC 20408, and is available for public review and 
analysis. Those wishing to review this material may obtain a 
researcher’s permit from the National Archives and Record 


Service. 





2 


Quoting from Dr. Frosch's December 21 letter: "...If some 
new element of hard evidence is brought to our attention in the 
future, it would be entirely appropriate for a NASA laboratory to 
analyze and report upon an otherwise unexplained organic or 
inorganic sample; we stand ready to respond to any bona fide 
physical evidence from credible sources. We intend to leave the 
door clearly open for such a possibility. 

"We have given considerable thought to the question of what 
else the-United States might and should do in the area of UFO 
research. There is an absence of tangible or physical evidence 
available for thorough laboratory analysis. And, because of 
the absence of such evidence, we have not been able to devise a 
sound scientific procedure for investigating these phenomena. 

To proceed on a research task without a sound disciplinary 
framework and an exploratory technique in mind would be wasteful 
and probably unproductive. 

"I do not feel that we could mount a research effort with¬ 
out a better starting point than we have been able to identify 
thus far. I would therefore propose that NASA take no steps to 
establish research in this area or to convene a symposium on 
this subject. 
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Also available: 

Scientific Study of Unidentified riving Objects, Condon 
Report study conducted by the University of Colorado under con¬ 
tract F44620-76-C-0035. Three volumes, l,465p. 68. plates. Photo- 
duplicated hard copies of the official report may be ordered for 
$6 per volume, $18 the set of three, as AD 680:975, AD 680:976, 
and AD 680:977, from the National Technical Information Service, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, Springfield, VA 22151. 

Reviev; of University of Colorado Report on Unidentified 
Flving Objects. Review of report by a panel of the National 
A.caaemy of Sciences. National Academy of Sciences, 1969, 6p. 
Photoduplicated hard copies may be ordered for $3 as AD 688:541 
from the National Technical Information Service, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Springfield, VA 22151. 


NASA is aware of the many UFO reports made in recent years. 
However, the majority of inquiries to NASA concerning UFO sight¬ 
ings address themselves to the reported sightings by astronauts 
during Earth orbital and lunar missions and the report by 
President Carter while serving as Governor of Georgia. 








UFO UPDATE 

By James Oberg 


F riction between science and fly¬ 
ing saucers has generated a bliz¬ 
zard of sparks over the years. 

The sides are well defined: Establishment 
scientists traditionally dismiss UFO data 
as fanciful fiction, while UFO enthusiasts 
portray themselves as outcast Galileos, 
prophets of a new scientific revolution. 

Advocates of Unidentified Flying Ob¬ 
jects insist that they are onto some extraor¬ 
dinary pnenomenon unaccountable by 
contemporary science. The favorite theory 
involves alien spacecraft, but growing 
splinter groups promote various psychic, 
interdimenstonal. cross-temporal, con¬ 
spiratorial, or even more bizarre hy¬ 
potheses. Whatever it is. UFO enthusiasts 
assert, the confirmation of extraterrestrial 
ngs could be a key to the next great 
akthrough in human knowledge, 
rew could argue such a premise. 

Early in 1977, the wire services reported 
that astronomers now favor scientific stud¬ 
ies of UFOs. According to The New York 
Times, 'unidentified flying objects should 
be investigated further, a majority of 
trained astronomical observers said in a 
survey disclosed recently.' 

Closer analysis snowed that the private 
pro-UFO survey actually meant that only 
one-auaner ot those polled responded 
. tnat UFOs 'certainty' or 'probably' de¬ 
served :»:udy. with a few more agreeing 


that they 'possibly* deserved study. More 
to the point, only one-quarter of 1 percent 
of the astronomers thought that UFOs 
were important enough to warrant their 
personal attention. 

But the poll did nevertheless seem to 
bestow some measure of scientific re¬ 
spectability to this topic, previously ranked 
among the lunatic fringe. The poll was 
symptomatic of the changing image of 
UFOs, and the new Status Of UFO re¬ 
searchers. 

After three decades of exuberant if ama¬ 
teurish fieldwork, furious propagandizing, 
and aimless theorizing, a number of UFO 
groups have finally begun to play the 
game using rules of science. Accepting 
the burden of proof, they have mounted an 
impressive scientific program designed to 
demonstrate, finally, that UFOs exist. 

On a dark hillside tn Texas, white- 
uniformed men monitor a battery of instal¬ 
ments. hoping to catch and record the 
subtle physical effects alleged to accom¬ 
pany UFO visitations. In photographic 
laboratones across the country, data pro¬ 
cessing specialists analyze computerized 
images of alleged UFO photographs, 
seeking evidence of forgery and potential 
proof of authenticity. A computenzed data 
base m Chicago prints out pattern analy¬ 
ses of UFO sightings, seeking a signal 
behind the noise of thousands of annual 


reports. Pieces of metal picked up near 
alleged landing.sites undergo spectro¬ 
scopic examination in well-equipped 
laboratones. 

These are the techniques of science, 
applied to a subject long regarded as be¬ 
yond the fringes of science. But these are 
the techniques that will produce proof, if 
proof is possible. 

Standards ^re.now tighter and the 
experience of UFO investigators greater, 
so that many 'unknowns' have dimin¬ 
ished. More and more cases have been 
solved, but always a fraction remain un¬ 
solved. unexplained, unidentified. This 
residue of unknowns is the basis for UFO 
enthusiasts' hope. Skeptics disagree, 
saying that inherent limitations in human 
perception, memory, and knowledge will 
always introduce a small artificial residue 
of unknowns. 

So what kind of data will stand up to sci¬ 
entific standards, not as a leftover residue 
of mysteries, but as a definitive list of re¬ 
corded events? 

Laying aside the possibilities that alien 
ambassadors will land at the White House 
or that the fabled ’secret captured flying 
saucer’ will ever be rescued from alleged 
governmental optivion. hard evidence for 
the reality and respectability of UFOs must 
come from laboratories now engaged in 
scientific research. 

The ‘Project Starlight International- 
team. privately but generously funded by 
some Texas millionaires, has assembled 
an array of instruments that could produce 
incontrovertible evidence. They have cam¬ 
eras. radar, spectrometers, magnetome¬ 
ters. radiation sensors, gravitometers. and 
a small laser beam to communicate with 
extraterrestrials should they happen by. 

The Starlight UFO trap has now been in 
full operation for nearly three years. New 
equipment continues to be added, includ¬ 
ing a radar set and computenzed alert 
system that automatically telephones vol¬ 
unteer skywatchers in the vicinity of a 
computed UFO position. The system 
works well in drills—but nothing substan¬ 
tive has resulted. 

The most exciting recent events have 
dealt with a fierce wood tick infestation on 



Soeciacuiar gtpwmg UFO was pnoiograpned Irom a Concoroe aunng 1973 soiar eclipse. 
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"I wish in no way to indicate that NASA has come to any 
conclusion about these phenomena as such; institutionally, we 
retain an open mind, a keen sense of scientific curiosity and a 
willingness to analyze technical problems within our competence." 


Reports of unidentified objects entering United States air 
space are of interest to the military as a regular part of 
defense surveillance. Beyond that, the U.S. Air Force no longer 
investigates reports of UFO sightings. 

This was not always the case. On December 17, 1969, the 
Secretary of the Air Force announced the termination of Project 
Blue Book, the Air Force program for UFO investigation started 
in 1947. 

The decision to discontinue UFO investigations, the USAF 
said, was based on: (1) an evaluation of a report (often called 
the Condon Report) prepared by the University of Colorado and 
.entitled "Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects;’’ (2) 
a review of the University of Colorado report by the National 
Academy of Sciences; (3) past UFO studies; and (4) Air Force 
experience investigating UFO reports for two decades. 
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During several space missions NASA astronauts reported 
phenomena not immediately explainable. However, in every 
instance NASA satisfied itself that what had been observed was 
nothing which could be termed abnormal in the space environment. 
The air-to-ground tapes of all manned missions are available 
at the Johnson Space Center, Houston, for review by the serious 
researcher. 

On October 12, 1973, while serving as Governor of Georgia, 
Mr. Carter responded to inquiries from the National Investiga¬ 
tions Committee on Aerial Phenomena (NICAP) saying that he had 
seen a bright, moving object in the sky over Leary, Georgia, in 
October of 1969. He said the object was visible for 10 to 12 

inutes and, at one point, shone as brightly as the Moon. The 

0 

regional NICAP representative investigated the sighting and 
reported there was no evidence to support anything beyond placing 
what Mr. Carter saw in NICAP's "unidentified" category.. However, 
it has been suggested by some students of aerial phenomena that 
Mr. Carter may have viewed the Planet Venus which, at certain 
times, may appear many times brighter than a star of the first- 
magnitude . 

Since NASA is not engaged in day-to-day UFO research, it 
'does not review UFO-related articles intended for publication, 
evaluate UFO-type spacecraft drawings or accept accounts of 
UFO sightings or applications for employment in the field of 
'.rial phenomena investigation. All such material will be 
returned with NASA's thanks to the sender. 
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A number of universities and scientific organizations have 
considered UFO phenomena during periodic meetings and seminars. 
In addition, a number of private domestic and foreign groups 
continue to review UFO sighting reports actively. Some of these 
organizations are: 


(1) National Investigations Committee on 

Aerial Phenomena 
John L. Acuff, Director 
Suite 23 

3535 University Boulevard, West 
Kensington, MD 20795 
(301) 949-1267 

(2) The Committee for the Scientific Investigation 

of Claims of the Paranormal 
UFO Subcommittee 
Robert Sheaffer, Chairman 
9805 McMillan Avenue 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
(301) 589-8371 

(3) Aerial Phenomena Research Organization 
James and Coral Lorenzen, Directors 
3910 E. Kleindale Road 

Tucson, A2 85712 
(602) 793-1825 

(4) Mutual UFO Network 

Walter H. Andrus, Jr., Director 
103 Old Towne Road 
Seguin, TX 78155 
(512) 379-9216 

(5) The Center for UFO Studies 
Dr. J. Allen Hynek, Director 
924 Chicago Avenue 
Evanston, IL 60202 

(312) 491-1780 


February 1, 1978 
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ccutc De extremely vaiuaote tor tne entire 
"iL-man race. it could be financially rewa to- 
ma tor tne owners of mat proof. And it 
couia soeti financial ruin tor one prominent 
UFO skeptic—unless, ot course, ne was 
e delivering tne proof. 

National Enauirer , a weekly tabloid 
r,„ . jaoer witn a circulation in the mil¬ 

lions. nas a standing otter ot Si million tor 
'positive proof.* The Lonoon-oased whis* 
key comer Cutty Sark. Ltd., recently un¬ 
veiled an even Digger prize ot one million 
pounos Sterling, or aoout SI .800.000 at 
the present exchange rate. 

Lesser awards also are available in the 
absence of positive proof. The Enquirer 
annually grams up to SI0.000 to witnesses 
of a UFO incident judged 'most scientifi¬ 
cally valuaPle" by an independent panel of 
UFO specialists (the "Blue-Ribbon Panel.* 
see oox). And Cutty Sark has announced 
plans to award £1000 to the best-wnnen 
essay on tne UFO problem. 

Moreover a number of London betting 
houses nave accepted various wagers on 
the imminent visitations of extraterrestrials. 
But me world's most famous "anti-UFO 
bet" has Deen set forth in the book UFOs 
Explained. 

Author Philip J. Klass. a senior editor of 
Aviauon Week magazine and the nation's 
leading UFO skeptic, claims he has chal¬ 
lenged UFO believers "to put their money 
where their mouths are.' Klass has offered 
to $ 10.000 to anyone who agrees to 
. if and when certain criteria are met 
shing that a true UFO visitation has 


occurred. Every year until tne: napoens. 
tne wagerer must pay Klass me sum of 
S100 (up to a maximum of S1000. after 
wmcn payments cease out the pet re¬ 
mains in force). 

Less than a aozen UFO enthusiasts 
have signed up to aaie. usuany on inside 
information mat 'this year tne government 
is going to announce UFO contacts. 

Such predictions nave appeared in print 
nearly every year for a quarter of a century, 
but people still seem to believe them. 

Klass nas Decome a little ncher because 
of them. 

Onty one UFO buff has maintained his 
bet in force, apparently more for publicity 
than persuasion. Stanton Friedman makes 
a living off his lecture tours proclaiming the 
reality of UFOs, and he responded to 
Klass s needling py formally agreeing to 
the bet a few years ago. 

Additionally. Klass has offered to buy 
back all copies of his book UFOs Ex¬ 
plained if events prove his assertions in¬ 
correct. But pro-UFO scientist Robert Mc- 
Campbell has done Klass one oetter. He 
has offered to buy back copies of his book 
UFOlogy from anyone not satisfied with it. 
proof or no proof. 

Actually. Philip J. Klass already had 
been setting off multimegaton detonations 
among the ranks of UFO believers. Miffed 
when UFO experts in 1968 ridiculed a seri¬ 
ous (and still tenable) suggestion that 
many UFOs were actually ball lightning, 
the by nature combative aviation reporter 


threw nimseil into serious investigations of 
wnat were regarded as the 'best" classic 
UFO cases. He often duo up startling'(and 
embarrassing) new evidence out nas De¬ 
come a Parian in UFO circles (Hynen 
refuses to aopear together with him. and 
Hynek s "UFO bibliography* handout 
pointedly ignores Klass s two oooks). 

With the death of astronomer Donald 
Menzel in 1976. Klass has emerged as the 
nation's leading UFO skeptic. He spurns 
the word "debunker." with its connotations 
ot knee-jerk dismissals and unorthodox 
points of view. Instead. Klass attempts to 
investigate UFO cases more deeply than 
might other researchers who have sub¬ 
conscious desire? to actually find proof of 
extraterrestrial visitors. Concentrating onty 
on the generally acclaimed 'best cases.” 
Klass often has exposed the superficiality 
ot work done by pro-UFO experts. 

In 1977, he joined with other scientists 
and educators in forming the ‘Committee 
for the Scientific Investigation of Claims of 
the Paranormal.’ a group that has de¬ 
nounced easy acceptance by the public 
ot allegedly baseless beliefs in astrology, 
the Bermuda Triangle. ESP. 'ancient astro¬ 
nauts.* and other so-called modern myths. 
Klass heads a small but potent band of 
skeptical investigators called the UFO 
Subcommittee. At tne very least this 
group demands the tightening of stan¬ 
dards in so-called scientific UFOlogy. The ■ 
level of carelessness of many pro-UFO ex¬ 
perts has markedly declined, so progress 
is being made. DO 


THESE PEOPLE ARE WATCHING AND WAITING 


Center for UFO Studies (CUFOS). 1909 Sherman Suite 207, 
Evanston. IL 60201. Self-styled pinnacle of UFO activities, this 
small group generally depends on other groups for data. Dr. 
Allen Hynek does the public appearances and fund raising, 
wmie researcner Allan Henory carries out actual coordination 
ano in-aeoth investigation. Two publications: CUFOS 
Quarterly Bulletin, Sl5/yr.; and International UFO Reporter, 

S12/ yr 

Aena! Phenomenon Research Organization (APRO), 3910 E. 
Klemaaie. Tucson, AZ 85712. Among the longest surviving 
UFO groups (represented in 50 countries). APRO is held to¬ 
gether py the dedication of its cotounoers Jim and Coral 
Lorenzen, who nave recently led the group to specialize 
^critics say monopolize) in "UFO abduction cases." APRO 
Bulletin . S10/yr. for 12 issues. 

National Investigations Committee on Aenai Phenomena (Nl- 
m CAP), Suite 23. 3535 University Blvd.. Kensington MD 20795. 
Another old group, unfortunately in a downhill slide following a 
decade of organizational in-fighting. NICAP Bulletin, $10/yr. 
Mutual UFO Network (MUFON). 103 Oldtowne Road. Seguin, 
TX 78155. A vigorous, expanding group acting in concert with 
CUFOS. MUFON UFO Journal. SS/yr. 

Ground Saucer Watch (GSW). 13238 North 7th Drive. Phoenix. 
AZ 85029, Highly professional organization (membership Dy 
•ationomy). wmcn applies vigorous scientific standards to 
■ investigations. Quarterly journal free with mempersnip. 
uject Starlight International (PSI). PO Box 5310. Austin TX 
70763. Somewhat mysterious organization with the best array 


of gadgets yet assembled to measure UFOs—if only they 
could find one. Irregular bulletin sent in exchange for cash 
donations. 

Committee Against UFO Secrecy (CAUS). 191 E. 161st SL. 
Bronx NY 10451. New offshoot of GSW. this small group is us¬ 
ing Freedom of information suns to extract allegedly secret 
hypothetic^ government 'UFOfiles.' Newsletter SlO/yr. 

20th Century UFO Bureau. 756 Haddon Avenue. Col- 
hngswood, NJ 08108. This group, associated with Dr. Carl 
McIntyre s ‘20th Century Reformation Hour,' believes that 
some UFOs are angels and signs ot the imminent Second 
Coming. However, other UFOs are sent by Satan to confuse 
people lest they recognize the angels. 

UFO Suocommmee of the “Committee for the Scientific Inves¬ 
tigation of Claims of the Paranormal.' 923 Kensington Avenue. 
Buffalo. NY 14215. The first formal organization of UFO skep¬ 
tics. who tackle the 'best UFO cases’ on record, often with 
spectacular success, much to the dismay of most UFO buffs. 
Repons of activities are included in the Committee publication 
The Skeptical Inquirer (formerty Zefef/c). 512/yr. 

The NaoonaJ Enquirer's Blue Ribbon Panel of UFO expens 
(who review 'best cases’ for cash rewards). Two regular 
memoers (James Harder and Leo Sprinkle) are joined by a 
changing cadre of obscure *UFO experts.’ including this 
year's W.llard Armstrong and John L. Warren. More respected 
UFOIog:sts have declined offers of membership. Send contest 
entries ic UFO REWARD. National Enquirer. Lantana FL, 
33464. All entries will be evaluated. 
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Unexplained Lights 


KAK/Cir 

1. Early in the- morning o/ 27 Dec Hi) (approx iuutuly 030QL), two UiiAf 
security police patrolmen saw unusual liyhis outside the back gate at 
RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed, or been forced. ; 
down* they called for permission to go outside the gate- to inves-Ligate.- *'* 
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed tlir^e patrolmen ta pro- - 
ceed un tuot. Thu- individuals, reported *oe<jh 9 a strange glowing object 

in the forest. The object was described as-'being metalic in appearance 
and triangular in shape-,, approximately two to three meters across-the’ 
base and- approximately two meters high. It illuminated, the entire- forest 
with- a. white light. The object itself had a. pulsing, red. light orr top and. 
a banic(s)- of blue lights underneath. 1 lie object was. hovering- or on leys. 

As the patrolmen approached the object, it maneuvered through the-trees- 
and disappeared. At this time- tlr£ animals on a nearby farm went into a 
frenry.. The object was briefly lighted approximately an- hour later ne^r 
Lhe back- gate-. ~ 

2. The next day, three depressions 1 ]/}'" deep and 7" in diameter were-, 
found where- the ouject had been sighted on the ground. The following 
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked fur radiation. Ueta/gaimua readings 
of 0.1 tni 11 iroentgens were recorded with peak n dings in the three- de¬ 
pressions and near the center of the triangle ! unnee* by the depressions.. ■ 

A nearby tree hud moderate (.05-.07) readings on the side of the- tree 
toward the depressions. 

3. LaLer in the- night a red sun-like light was ..c-en th*uugh the trees. 

It moved about and pulsed_ At one point it appeared tc throw off glowing 
particles and then brute .intu five separate white objects and then dis- 
appeared. humediote 1 y thereafter, three star-like -hjects were noticed 
in the sky, two objects to the north and one ti. south, all of whicli 
were about lu n ulf thw iiuruun. Tlie objects movi*. «.«>idly in sharp anyuloi 
movements and displayed red, green and blue lights T he objects to the 
north appeared to be elliptical through an 8-1? power s. They- then 
turned tu full circles. The objects to the north rt»rm *ned .in tlie sky fur 
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or three- 
hours. and beamed down a stream of light from time to time. Numerous indivi¬ 
duals, including the undersigned, witnessed the activities irr paragraphs. 



CHARLES l. HALT, Lt Coi , USAi' 
Deputy Base Cojimandcr 




DDO UPDATE 

as or 1106O0 rsT nov 

CJCS COMMgKTS RF UFO INCIDENT 

(U) CJCS, at 10 Nov morning briefing, indicated that when UFO si 
ings are reported, the NMCC should ask for temperature gradients 
the area {i.e., for possible aloft inversions). The CJCS also 
questioned the advisability of scrambling aircraft against repor 
UFOs. 
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TH- -OINT STA^F 


N M C C 

THE NATIONAL MILITARY COMMAND CENTER 

WASHINGTON. O.C. 20J0I 

8 November 1975 
0600 EST 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 
Subject: Unidentified Sightings 

l 

1. 0308 EST FONECON from NORAD Command Director: at 0253 EST £ 

Malmstrom AFB Montana received seven radar cuts on the height- f 

finder radar at altitudes between 9,500* and 15,500*. Simultaneously ,j 
ground witnesses observed lights in the sky and the sounds of jet : j 
engines similar to jet fighters. • Cross-tell with FAA .revealed f 

no jet aircraft within 100NM of the sightings. Radar tracked the. f 
objects,over Lewistown, Montana at a speed of seven (7) knots. | 

Two F-106 intercepters from the 24th NORAD Region were scrambled ^ 

at 0254 EST and became airborne at 0257 EST. At the time of the \ 

initial voice report personnel at Malmstrom AFB and SAC sites 

Kl, 'K3, L3 and L6 were\ reporting lights in the sky accompanied . [ 

by jet engine" noise. ■ \ 

2. 0344 EST FONECON, same source: * : 

Objects could not be intercepted. Fighters had to maintain a 
minimum of 12/000* because of mountainous terrain. Sightings t 

had turned west, increased speed to 150 knots. Two tracks were | 

apparent on height-finder radars 10-12 NM apart. SAC site K3 .[ 

reported sightings between 300* and 1,000* while sitd L-4 reported ~ i 
sightings 5NM NW of their position-* Sightings disappeared from 
radar at position 4650N/10920W at a tracked speed of three (3> 
knots. 

3. At 0440 EST, NMCC intiated contact with the NORAD Command 
Director who reported the following: 


0405 EST: Malmstrom receiving intermittent tracks on both 
1 search and height-finder radars. SAC site C-l, 10NM SE of 

Stanford, Montana, reported visual sightings of unknown objects. 

0420 EST: Personnel at 4 SAC sites reported observing inter¬ 
cepting F-106*s arrive in area; sighted objects turned off their 
lights upon arrival of interceptors, and back on upon their 
departure. 

i . ; 

i 












0440 EST: SAC site C-l still had a visual sighting on objects. 

4. NORAD stated that Northern Lights will sometimes cause phenomena 
such as this on height-finder radars, but their check with weather 
services revealed no possibility of Northern Lights. , 

5. NMCC notified Washington FAA at 0445 EST of the incidents 
described above. They had not received any information prior to 
this time. 

6. 0522 EST FONECON with NORAD Command Director: At 0405 EST 

SAC Site L-5 observed one object accelerate and climb rapidly 
to a point in altitude where it became indistinguishable from 
the stars. NORAD will, carry this incident as a FADE remaining 
UNKNOWN at 0320 EST, since after that time only visual sightings ■ “ 
occurred. . . 

/.- ■ 

* f t / 

’teSf'D. BARNES . " . . ^ 

! ! Brigadier General, USA 

Deputy Director for 
' Operations, NMCC 


Copy to: 

DDO 

ADDO 

CCOC 

ALL AREA DESKS 


( 
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DDO UPDAT 

AS OF 132200 EST NOV 75. 

UFO ANALYSIS 

( 0 ) in future UFO sightings, the WEST HEM Desk Officer will initiate 
telephone recuests to the Senior Duty Officer at the Air Force 
Global Weather Central (AFGWC) for a temperature inversion analysis 
in the vicinity of unusual sightings. The telephone response by 
AFGWC will be followed with a priority message. (SOURCE: NMCC 
MrR 132035 EST NOV 75) 
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N M U ^ 

THE NATIONAL'MILITARY COMMAND CENTER 

WASHINGTON. O.C. 2C30J 

13 Noveinber 1975 
2035 EST 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

Subject: Reguests for Temperature Inversion A.nalysis 



THE JOINT STAfT 


1. LTC Schmidt, representing Air Force Global Weather Central 
(AFGWC), visited the NMCC at 131500 EST to discuss arrangements 
to implement the procurement of weather information desired 
by CJCS, which is the subject of DDO Environmental.Services 
memo of 13 November 1975. The following agreements with LTC 
Schmidt were reached: 

a. The West Hem Desk Officer will act as the control 
officer for temperature inversion analysis reguests initia¬ 
ted by the NMCC. These requests will be made in conjunc¬ 
tion with sightings of unusual phenomenon along the northern 
US border. 

b. Each telephone request will be serialized, i.e., (TIA £1, 
etc.) and directed to the duty officer at AFGWC, autovon 
866-16-61 - or 271-2586. - AFGWC-will" provide the requested 
analyses by telephone followed up by a priority message. 


c. A record of the serialized recuests/responses will be 
maintained by the West Hem Desk Officer. 


Distribution: 

J -30 

J-31 

J-32 

J-32A 

J-38 

DDO 

ADDO 

CCOC 

West Hem Desk 
VTwKCCS Ops & Eval Div 



Brigadier General, USMC 
Deputy Director for 
Operations, NMCC 






tj-c JOr.T eta rr 


N M.C C 

THE NATIONAL MILITARY COMMAND CENTER 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 203C1 


21 Janaurv 1r 7 6 
0630 Z57 


memorandum for record 

Subject: Report of UFO - Cannon AFB KM 

Reference: AFOC Phoneccn 21055 EST Jan 76 


The following information was received from the Air Force 
Operations Center at 0555 EST: 

"Two UFOs are reported near the flight line at Cannon AFB, 
New Mexico. Security Police observing them reported the UFOs 
to be 25 yards in diameter, gold or silver in color with blue 
light on top, hole in the middle and red light on bottom. Air 
Force is checking with radar. 'Additionally, checking v.-eather 
inversion data." 



.3. MO^IN 

''Rear Admiral, USK 
Deputy Director for 
Operations, KMCC 






T!-C JO IW7 S TATF 


N M-C C 

THE NATIONAL l-'JLITAHY COMMAND CENTER 


22 January 157£ 
1400 EST 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD 

Subject: Unidentified Flying Object Sighting 


1. At 310805 received phoncon from-AFOC: mg Lane, CG, Armanent 
and Development Test Center, Eglin AFE, Florida called and repo 
a UFO sighting from 0430 EST to 0600 EST. Security Policemen 
spotted lights from what they called a UFO near an Eglin radar 
site. 


2. iographs of the lights were taken. The Eglin Office of* 
lr.. . -.’.ction has made a press release on the UFO. 

3. The temperature - inversion analysis indicated no significant 
temperature inversion at Eglin AFS at that time. The only 
inversion present was due to radiation from the surface ro 2500 
feet. The Eglin surface conditions were clear skies, visibility 
10-14 miles, calm, winds, shallow ground fog on the runway, aha' 
a surface temperature of 44 degree F. 




DISTRIBUTION : 

DDO 

ADDO 

CCOC 

West Hem 
PA 

AFOC 


J-3 0 
J-32 







• t*z JOtf.'T STArr 


N M C C 

THE NATIONAL MILITARY COMMAND CENTER 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 0S301 


It 


.Ju_2v m 2 976 
o4;> ATT 


memorandum fok fecohd 


Subject: Reports of Unidentified Flyinc Objects (UFOs) 


1. At approximately 0345 EDT, the A.WMCC called to indicate 
they had received several reports of UFO's in the vicinity 
of Fort Ritchie- The following events su-ttarize the reports 
(times are approximate) . 

a. 0130 - Civilians reported a UFO sighting near 
Mt. .Airy, Md. This information was obtained via a call 
from the National Aeronautics Board (?) to the Fort 
Ritchie Military Police. 


b. 0255 - Two separate patrols from Site R reported 
sighting 3 oblong objects with a reddish tint, moving 
east to west. Personnel were located at separate locations 
on top of the mountain at Site R. 


c. 0300 - Desk Set at Site R went to the top of the 
Site R mountain and observed a UFO over the ammo storage 
area at 100-200 yards altitude. 


d. 0345 - An Army Police Sgt on the way to work at 
Site R reported sighting a UFO in ' the vicinity of Site R. 


2. ANMCC was requested to have each individual write a 
statement on the sightings. One individual stated the object 
was about the size of a 2 1/2 ton truck. 


3. Based on a JC5 memorandum, subject: 
Analysis, dated 13 November 1975, the N.MCC 
Force Global Weather Central. The Duty C: 
reported that the Dulles International Ai: 
showed two temperature inversions existed 


'em? era fare Inversion 
contacted the Air 
dicer, LTC OVERBY, 


•port observations 
at the time of the 





Y 

f 

-bject: Reports cf Unidentified Flyin c Objects (UFOs) 

/ 

/ 

/alleged sightings. The first extended from the surface to 
/ 1,000 feet absolute and the second* e.tistec between 27,000 
' and 30,000 feet, absolute. He also said the atmosphere 
betv;sen 12,000 and 20,000 feet was heavily saturated with 
moisture. A hard copy message will follow. 


j.y.jL y. 

L. J. Lr3L.-_\’C, Jr. 
Brigadier General, USMC 
Deputy Director for 
Operations, NMCC 


DISTRIBUTION : 
J- 30 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY 

OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH 
ARLINGTON. VIRGINtA 22217 



NE* f * 1 


Information Sheet 
Philadelphia Experiment; UFO's 


Over the years the Navy has received innumerable queries about the 
socalled "Philadelphia Experiment" or "Project" and the alleged role 
of the Office of Naval Research (ONR) in it. The majority of these 
inquiries are directed to the Office of Naval Research or to the Fourth 
Naval District in Philadelphia. The frequency of these queries predict¬ 
ably intensifies each time the experiment is mentioned by the popular 
press, often in a science fiction book. 

The genesis of the Philadelphia Experiment myth dates back to 1955 with 
the publication of The Case for LJPO's by the late Morris K. Jessup. 

Some time after the publication of the book, Jessup received correspond¬ 
ence from a Carlos Miguel Allende, who gave his address as R.D. #1, Box 
223, New Kensington, PA. In his correspondence Allende conmented on 
Jessup's book and gave details of an alleged secret naval experiment 
conducted by the Navy in Philadelphia in 1943. During the experiment, 
according to Allende, a ship was rendered invisible and teleported to 
and from Norfolk in a few minutes, with some terrible aftereffects for 
crew members. Supposedly, this incredible feat was accomplished by 
applying Einstein's "unified field" theory. Allende claimed that he had 
witnessed the experiment from another ship and that the incident was 
reported in a Philadelphia newspaper. The identity of the newspaper has 
never been established. Similarly, the identity of Allende is unknown, 
and no information exists on his present address. 

In 1956 a copy of Jessup's book was mailed anonymously to OMR. The pages 
of the book were interspersed with hand written comments which alleged 
a knowledge of UFO's,’ their means of motion, the culture and ethos of 
the beings occupying these UFO's, described in pseudo-scientific and 
incoherent terms. 

Two officers, then assigned to OMR, took a personal interest in the 
book and showed it to Jessup. Jessup concluded that the writer of 
the conments on his book was the same person who had written him about 
the Philadelphia Experiment. These two officers personally had the book 
retyped and arranged for the reprint, in typewritten form, of 25 copies. 
Tne officers and their personal belongings have left CNR many years ago, 
and ONR does not have a file copy of the annotated book. 



REVIEW 


OF THE 

UNIVERSITY OF COLORADO REPORT ON UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 

BY A 

PANEL OF THE NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES 




Copyright, National Academy of Sciences, 1969. This book, or any parts 
thereof, may not be reproduced in any fora without written permission 
from the publisher except that reproduction in whole, or in part, is 
permitted for any use of the United States Government. 
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Review 


of the 

University of Colorado Report on Unidentified Flying Objects 

by a 

Panel of the National Academy of Sciences 


The Panel was appointed in the latter part of October and early 
November 1968. The charge to the Panel was "to provide an independent 
assessment of the soope, methodology, and findings of the (University 
of Colorado) study as reflected in the (University’s) Report." While 
the Panel largely restricted its review to this charge, it was thought 
both appropriate and necessary that the Panel become familiar with various 
scientific points of view as presented in other publications and reports 
by technically trained persons. 

It was not the task of the Panel to conduct its own study of UFOs 
or to invite advocates, scientifically trained or not, of various points 
of view to hearings. The task was to study the University's Report 
and to assess: First, its soope; namely, did the Report, in the opinion 
of the Panel, cover those topics that a scientific study of UFO phenomena 
should have embraced? Second, its methodology; namely, did the Report, 
in the opinion of the Panel, reveal an acceptable scientific methodology 
and approach to the subject? Third, its findings; namely, were the 
conclusions and interpretations warranted by the evidence and analyses 
as presented in.the Report and were they reasonable? 

In the course of its review the Panel consulted papers on the same 
subject by technically trained persons (for example, William Markowitz, 

"The Physics and Metaphysics of Unidentified Flying Objects," Science, 

157 ( 1967), pp. 127^-79. James E. McDonald, "Science, Technology, and 
UFOs," presented January 26, 1968, at a General Seminar of the United 
Aircraft Research Laboratories, East Hartford, Connecticut. James E. 
McDonald, "UFOs - An International Scientific Problem," presented March 
12, 1968, at the Canadian Aeronautics and Space Institute Astronautics 
Symposium, Montreal, Canada. James E. McDonald, "Statement on International 
Scientific Aspects of the Problems of Unidentified Flying Objects," 
sent to the United Nations on Jime 7, 1967. Donald H. Menzel, Flying 
Saucers , Harvard University Press (Cambridge, 1952). Donald H. Menzel 
and Lyle G. Boyd, The World of Flying Saucers , Doubleday (New York, 

1963). Report of Meetings of Scientific Advisory Panel on Unidentified 
Flying Objects , January 1U-18, 1953. Special Report of the USAF Scientific 
Advisory Board ad hoc Cnmmjttee to Review Project "Blue Book ," March, 1966. 
Symposium on Unidentified Flying Objects , Hearings before the Committee 
on Science and Astronautics, U.S. House of Representatives, Ninetieth 
Congress, Seoond Session, July 29, 1968). 
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The Panel began its review immediately after the Report became 
available on November 15, 1968, by an initial reading of the Report 
by each member of the Panel during a two-week period. The Panel convened 
on December 2 for a discussion of members' initial assessments, for 
consideration of the Panel's charge (scope, methodology, and findings 
in the Report), and for delineatioh of further steps in its review. 

The latter included the study of other documents presenting views and 
findings of technically trained persons (e.g., the documents cited above), 
further examination of the Report's summary and findings, and further 
directed study of specialized chapters of the Report by appropriate 
members of the Panel. Extensive discussion, both by correspondence 
and by telephone, occurred during this period. The Panel met again 
on January 6, 1969, to oonclude its deliberations and to prepare its 
findings, which are presented below. 

I. SCOPE 


The study by the University of Colorado commenced in October 1966 
and continued for about two years. Case studies of 59 reports of UFOs 
are presented in detail, with 68 plates; of these, ten reports predated 
the project, but were so well documented that they were included. A 
chapter is devoted to UFOs in history, one to UFO study programs in 
foreign countries, and one to UFOs reported in the 20 years preceding 
the study. Ten chapters are devoted to perceptual problems, processes 
of perception and reporting, psychological aspects of UFO reports, optics, 
radar, sonic boom, atmospheric electricity and plasma interpretations, 
balloons, instrumentation for UFO searches, and statistical analyses. 

(Twenty-four appendixes add detailed technical background to the study. 

Volume ^ concludes with an index of 27 pages.) 

In our opinion the scope of the study was adequate to its purpose ; 
a scientific study of UFO phenomena . 

II. METHODOLOGY 

As a rule, field trips were made to investigate UFO reports only 
if they were less than a year old. The Report states that nearly all 
UFO sighting are of short duration, seldom last an hour and usually 
for a few minutes. Thus most investi^-tions oonsisted of interviews 
with persons who made reports. Three teams, usually consisting of two 
persons each (a physical scientist and a psychologist, were employed 
in field Investigations where telephonic communication with UFO-sighting 
individuals gave hope of gaining added information. The aim was to 
get a team to the site as quickly as possible after a reported sighting. 

(It was found that nearly all cases could be classified in such categories 
as pranks, hoaxes, naive interpretations, and various types of misinterpretations 
A few events, which did not fit these categories, are left unexplained.) 


Materials and conditions amenable to laboratory approaches were, 
investi^ted — e.g., alleged UFO parts by chemical analysis, automobile 
ignition failure by simulation studies, and UFO photography by photogrammetrir 
analyses. (Of 35 photographic cases investigated, nine are said to 
give evidence of probable fabrication, seven are classified as natural 
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or man-made phenomena t twelve provided insufficient data for analysis, 
and seven were considered to be possible fabrications; none proved to 
be "real objects with high strangeness.") 

Technically trained personnel were utilized by the University. 

The University group included a sub-©?oup on field investigations of 
UFO reports; their narration and interpretations of cases are reasonable 
and adequate. Leading groups were engaged under contract for specialized 
work — e.g., Stanford Research Institute on radar anomalies and a subsidiary 
of the Raytheon Corporation for photogrammetric analyses. Divergent 
views of those few scientists who have looked into UFOs were taken into 
account. The history of the subject was also surveyed, including the 
experiences in some other nations. Finally, extensive use was made 
of many specialists in various public and private laboratories. 

The Report makes clear that with the best means at our disposal, positive 
correlation of all UFO reports with identifiable, known phenomena is 
not possible. No study, past, current or future, can provide the basis 
for stating categorically that a familiar phenomenon will necessarily 
be linkable to every sighting. The Report is free of dogmatism 
on this matter. It is also clear, as one goes through the 
descriptions of UFO sightings, whether in the Report or in other literature, 
that while some incidents have no positive identification with familiar 
phenomena, they also have no positive identification with extraterrestrial 
visitors or artifacts. 

We think the methodology and approach were well chosen, in accordance 
with accepted standards of scientific investigation . 

III. FINDINGS 

The study concludes (a) that about 90 percent of all UFO reports 
prove to be quite plausibly related to ordinary phenomena, (b) that 
little if anything has come from the study of UFOs in the past 21 years 
that has added to scientific knowledge, and (c) that further extensive 
study of'UFO sightings is not justified in the expectation that science 
will be advanced thereby. At the same time it is emphasized in the 
Report that (c) is an opinion based on evidence now available. 

The Report’s findings and evaluations — essentially eight in number, 
presented in its first section — are concerned with official secrecy 
on UFOs, UFOs as a possible defense hazard, the future governmental 
handling of UFO-sighting reports, and five of them relate to the question 
of what if any further investigation of UFOs appear warranted in the 
light of the study. We paraphrase and summarize these findings and 
evaluations below, appending our comments. 

1. On secrecy. Is the subject "shrouded in official secrecy"? 

The study found no basis for this contention. 

We accept this finding of the study . 
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2. On defense, (a) Is there evidence that UFO sightings may represent 
a defense hazard? No such evidence came to light in the study. This, 
however, was not an objective of the study and was properly construed 

as a Department of Defense matter, (b) The Report states: "The history 
of the past 21 years has repeatedly led Air Force officers to the conclusion 
that none of the things seen, or thought to have been seen, which pass 
by the name of UFO reports, constituted any hazard or threat to national 
security." 

We concur with the position described in (a). As to (b), we found 
no evidence in the Report or other literature to contradict the quoted 
statement . 

3. On future UFO sightings. "The question remains as to what, 
if anything, the federal government should do about the UFO reports 
it receives from the general public?" The Report found no basis for 
activity related to such sighting reports "in the expectation that they 
are going to contribute to the advance of science," but the Department of 
Defense should handle these in its normal surveillance operations with¬ 
out need for such special units as Project Blue Book. 

We concur in this recommendation. 


4-8. On further investigation. (4) should the federal government 
"set up a major new agency, as some have suggested for the scientific 
study of UFOs"? The study found no basis for recommendation of this 
kind. (5) Would further extensive study of UFO sightings contribute 
to science? "Our general conclusion is that nothing has come from the 
study of UFOs in the past 21 years that has added to scientific know¬ 
ledge. The Report then notes that specific research topics may warrant 
consideration: (6) "There are important areas of atmospheric optics, 
including radio wave propagation, and of atmospheric electricity in 
which present knowledge is quite incomplete. These topics come to our 
attention in connection with the interpretation of some UFO reports, 
but they are also of fundamental scientific interest, and they are relevant 
to practical problems related to the improvement of safety of military 
and civilian flying. Research efforts are being carried out in these 
areas by the Department of Defense, the Environmental Science Services 
Administration, the National Aeronautics and Space Administration, and 
by universities and nonprofit research organizations such as the National 
Center for Atmospheric Research, whose work is sponsored by the National 
Science Foundation." 

“Die Report also observes (?) that UFO reports and beliefs are also 
of interest to "the social scientist and the communications specialist." 

In these areas particularly — i.e., (6) and (7) — the study suggests 
(8) that "scientists with adequate training and credentials who do come 
up with a clearly defined, specific proposal" should be supported, implying 
that normal competitive procedures and assessments of proposals should 
be followed here as is customary. 
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We concur with these evaluations and recommendations. 


IV. PANEL CONCLUSION 

The range of topics in the Report is extensive and its various 
chapters, dealing with many aspects of the subject, should prove of 
value to scholars in many fields. Its analyses and findings are pertinent 
and useful in any future assessment of activity in this field. We 
concur in the recommendation suggesting that no high priority in UFO 
investigations is warranted by data-of the past two decades. 

We are unanimous in the opinion that this has been a very credi¬ 
table effort to apply objectively the relevant techniques of science 
to the solution of the UFO problem. The Report recognizes that there 
remain UFO sightings that are not easily explained. The Report does 
suggest, however, so many reasonable and possible directions In which 
an explanation may eventually be found, that there seems to be no reason 
to attribute them to an extraterrestrial source without evidence that 
is much more convincing. The Report also 3hows how difficult it is 
to apply scientific methods to the occasional transient sightings with 
any chance of success. While further study of particular aspects of 
the topic (e.g., atmospheric phenomena) may be useful, a study of UFOs 
in general is not a promising way to expand scientific understanding 
of the phenomena. On the basis of present knowledge the least likely 
explanation of UFOs is the hypothesis of extraterrestrial visitations 
by intelligent beings. 

—Gerald M. Clemence, chairman; H. R. Crane, David M. Dennison, Wallace 
0. Fenn, H. Keffer Hartline, E. R. Hilgard, Mark Kec, Francis W. Reschelderier, 
William W. Rubey, C. D. Shane, Oswald G. Villar, Jr. 

Attachments: 

—List of Panel Members 
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Section 4-SCIENTIFIC. ENGINEERING AND TECHNICAL ORGANIZATIONS 


AMALGAMATED FLYING SAUCER CLUBS OF AMERICA (rbeeewai) (AFSCA) 
P.O.Box 84 Phone: (213) 885-0438 

Northndge. CA91324 Gabnel Green. Pres. 

Fgiatel: 1959. Mwtati: 5000. lac* (frays: HO. "World-wide research 
organization with members in atl 50 states and in 23 loreian countries to inform 
the general public about the reality ot flying saucers (extraterrestrial spacecraft 
piloted ty advanced men and women from other planets and star systems) and 
o< iheir plan for imparting their advanced Knowledge to the people of the Earth 
m order to resolve present world problems.' AFSCA serves as a source of 
contactee-onented" flying saucer information, including books, photographs, 
comactee reports, and space tapes (“tape recorded messages from space 
people ). Local units noid public meetings to promote knowledge of the saucer 
subject and serve as sources tor information and literature in meir areas. 
Pattiauees: Flying Saucers international, quarterly. 

* 4646 * 


*4830* 

SOCIETY FOR THE INVESTIGATION OF THE UNEXPLAINED (ftmoiMei) (SITU) 
RQ. One Phone:(201)495-4366 

Columbia. NJ 07832 AlbenaZwerver.6xec.Sec 

Foiatei: 1965. Maebea: 1250. An organization “far the acquisition, 
investigation and dissemination of information on reports ot all tangible items in 
the fields ol chemistry, astronomy, geology, biology and anthropology, that art 
not readily explained.'' Encourages field work and on-the-spot investigation by 
ottering advice, helping to raise funds and arranging contacts for members who 
are planning field trips and expeditions. Field work and research are reviewed 
by a panel of twenty scientists. Disseminates information on findings through 
its quarterly journal, papers and reports. Current investigations conducted by 
Society members include such areas as ancient Egyptian television, ringing 
rocks, entombed toads and poltergeist manifestations. The Society maintains 
information files of original material, a map collection and a specialized library. 
Caniunm: Activities; Library. PuWicaUaM: (1) Pursuit quarterly; (2) Annual 
Report; also publishes occasional papers and special reports. 


INTERNATIONAL FORTEAN ORGANIZATION (Pkmmu) (INFO) 

P.0. Box 367 Phone: (703) 920-7120 

Arlington. VA 22210 Paul J. Willis. Dir. 

Foiatei: 1965. Members: 1500. Scientists, scholars, and laymen concerned with 
new and unusual scientific discoveries, philosophic problems pertaining to the 
criteria Of scientific validity, and theories of knowledge. Maintains library of 
5000 volumes in the physical, biological, and psychological sciences. Named 
after Charles Hoy Fort (1874*1932), an American journalist who was interested 
in researching and dxumenting unusual and unexplained natural phenomena. 
PaMiobou: (1) Fortean Times, bimonthly; (2) The info Journal, bimonthly; (3) 
Occasional Papers. Sepersadee: Fortean Society. Ceevetliaa/ Maaliof: annual. 

* 4647 * 

NATIONAL INVESTIGATIONS COMMITTEE ON AERIAL PHENOMENA (NICAP) 

•"35 University 8ivd. W.. Suite 23 Phone: (301) 949-1267 

nsington. MO 20795 John L. Acuft, Pres, 

routed: 1956. Members: 4000. Stiff: 5. Persons interested in aerial phenomena, 
particularly unidentified flying objects (UFOs); panel of advisers includes 
scientists, engineers, aviation experts, clergymen, retired military officers, and 
professors. To gamer, analyze, evaluate, and disseminate reliable information 
on aerial phenomena. Promotes scientific investigation. Field investigations 
carried out by technically oriented subcommittees (35 U.S.). Provides 
bibliographic and source materials to students, exchange data to scientific 
societies and individual scientists, and serm-tecftmcal reports to scientists. 
Congress, and the press. Maintains large library on aerial phenomena, aviation, 
astronomy, and collection of magazine articles, newspaper clippings, letters, 
and other documents. Sponsors a lecture program and an exhibit. Involved with 
a computer study. Protect ACCESS. PaNicmm: The U.F.O. Investigator, 
monthly; also publishes UFO Evidence; UFO Wave of 1947; Strange Effects from 
UFOs. Board of governors meets quarterly. 


UFO INFORMATION RETRIEVAL CENTER (ftwmb) (UFOtRQ 
P.O.Box 57 Phone: (301J43M705 

Riderwood. MO 21139 Thomas M. Olsen. Pres, 

fowtei: 1966. To colled, analyze, publish and disseminate information afl 
reports ot unidentified flying objects, PibUcatleas: Reference for Outstanding 
UFO Sighting Reports, irregular. 

* 4644 * 

AERIAL PHENOMENA RESEARCH ORGANIZATION (APRO) 

3910E. Klemdaie Rd. Phone: (602) 793-1825 

Tucson, AZ 85712 Coni E. Lorenzen. Sec.-Treas. 

Feat*: 1952. Manban: 3000. Staff: 5. To conduct investigations and research 
into the phenomenon of unidentified flying objects (UFOs) and to find a 
scientifically acceptable solution to mis phenomenon. Has special 
representatives in over 50 countries. Uses services of over thirty staff 
consultants in fields ranging from biochemistry to astronomy. Maintains 
COMCAT, computer catalog of all available UFO reports. Public ihen: Bulletin, 
monthly. 


* 4841 * 

SAUCER ANO UNEXPLAINED CELESTIAL EVENTS RESEARCH SOCIETY 
(Phenomena) (SAUCERS) 

P 0. Box 222B Phone: (304) 269*2719 

Clarksburg, WV 26301 Gray Barker. Exec. Officer 

Fa rate <: 1954 Members: 6000. Staff: 3. Persons interested in UFOs (unidentified 
flying objects, popularly called flying saucers). Sponsors monthly lectures in 
New York City and speeches to colleges and other institutions throughout the 
United States. Conducts research. Maintains library of several thousand UFO 
books and periodicals. PiUioUes: Newsletter, irregular. Takes part in annual 
convention known as me Congress of Scientific Ufologists. Ceamliei/ Meetiq: 
anmal. 


* 4649 * 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION CENTER FOR SHORT LIVED PHENOMENA 
185 Aiewtte Brook Pkv. Phone: (617) 868-4793 

Cambridge. MA 02138 Robert Citron. Dir. 

Foutel: 1968. Funded by Smithsonian Institution. Serves as a clearing house 
tor receipt and dissemination of information concerning rare or infrequent 
natural events which rnignt go unobserved or uninvestigated, such as remote 
tame eruptions, birth ot new islands, fall of meteorites and large fireballs, 
. sudden cnanges in biological and ecological systems. Observers all over 
me world including news media, private citizens, individual scientists, and 
scientific observatories report on any such short-lived events, Rapid team 
moDiiization will enanle research teams, with instruments and equipment, to get 
into event a/eas m as snort a time as possible to collect data that might 
otherwise be lost to science. PiNiatiaas: (1) Event information Reports, daily; 
(2) Event Notification Reports, daily; (3) Annua) Report; (4) Event Reports, 
irregular. 
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AFSINC/II August 1985 


-■T 


UFO FACT SHEET 

The Air Force investigation of UFOs began in 1948 and was known as Project Sign. 
Later the name was changed to Project Grudge, and in 1953 it became Project Blue Book. 
Between 1948 and 1969, the Air Force investigated 12,618 reported sightings. 



The following is a statistical listing of reported UFO sightings during the Air Force 
investigation: 


UFO SIGHTINGS 1947 - 1969 


YEAR 

TOTAL SIGHTINGS 

UNIDENTIFIED 

1947 

122 

12 

1948 

156 

7 

1949 

(86 

22 

1950 

210 

27 

1951 

169 

22 

1952 

1,501 

303 

1953 

509 

42 

1954 

487 

46 

1955 

545 

24 

1956 

670 

14 

1957 

1,006 

14 

1958 

627 

10 

1959 

390 

12 

I960 

557 

14 

(961 

591 

13 

1962 

474 

15 

1963 

399 

14 

1964 

562 

19 

1965 

887 

16 

1966 

1,1 12 

32 

1967 

937 

19 

1968 

375 

3 

1969 

146 

1 

TOTAL 

12,618 

701 


Of these total sightings, 11,917 were found to have been caused by material objects 
(such as balloons, satellites and aircraft), immaterial objects (such as lightning, 
reflections and other natural phenomena), astronomical objects (such as stars, planets, the 
sun and the moon), weather conditions and hoaxes. As indicated, only 701 reported 
sightings remain unexplained. 

On December 17, 1969, the secretary of the Air Force announced the termination of 
Project Blue Book. 



PROJECT 

BLUE 

BOOK 


FEBRUARY 1966 



PROJECT BLUE BOOK 


The United States Air Force has the responsibility under the Department of Defense for the 
investigation of unidentified flying objects (UFOs). The name of this program, which has been in 
operation since 1948, is Project Blue Book. It has been identified in the past as Project Sign and 
Project Grudge. 

Air Force interest in unidentified flying objects is related directly to the Air Force responsi¬ 
bility for the air defense of the United States. Procedures for conducting this program are estab¬ 
lished by Air Force Regulation 200-2. 

The objectives of Project Blue Book are two-fold: first, to determine whether UFOs pose a 
threat to the security of the United States; and, second, to determine whether UFOs exhibit any 
unique scientific information or advanced technology which could contribute to scientific or technical 
research. In the course of accomplishing these objectives, Project Blue Book strives to identify 
and explain all UFO sightings reported to the Air Force. 


HOW THE PROGRAM IS CONDUCTED 

The program is conducted in three phases. The first phase includes receipt of UFO reports 
and initial investigation of the reports. The Air Force base nearest the location of a reported sight¬ 
ing is charged with the responsibility of investigating the sighting and forwarding the information to 
the Project Blue Book Office at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio. 

If the initial investigation does not reveal a positive identification or explanation, a second 
phase of more intensive analysis is conducted by the Project Blue Book Office. Each case is objec¬ 
tively and scientifically analyzed, and, if necessary, all of the scientific facilities available to the 
Air Force can be used to assist in arriving at an identification or explanation. All personnel asso¬ 
ciated with the investigation, analysis, and evaluation efforts of the project view each report with 
a scientific approach and an open mind. 

The third phase of the program is dissemination of information concerning UFO sightings, 
evaluations, and statistics. This is accomplished by the Secretary of the Air Force, Office of In¬ 
formation. 

The Air Force defines an unidentified flying object as any aerial object which the observer is 
unable to identify. 

Reports of unfamiliar objects in the sky are submitted to the Air Force from many sources. 
These sources include military and civilian pilots, weather observers, amateur astronomers, 
business and professional men and women, and housewives, etc. 

Frequently such objects as missiles, balloons, birds, kites, searchlights, aircraft navigation 
and anticollision beacons, jet engine exhaust, condensation trails, astronomical bodies and meteor¬ 
ological phenomena are mistakenly reported as unidentified flying objects. 

The Air Force groups its evaluations of UFO reports under three general headings: (1) identified, 
(2) insufficient data, and (3) unidentified. 
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Identified reports are those for which sufficient specific information has been accumulated and 
evaluated to permit a positive identification or explanation of the object. 

Reports categorized as Insufficient Data are those for which one or more elements of informa¬ 
tion essential for evaluation are missing. Some examples are the omission of the duration of the 
sighting, date, time, location, position in the sky, weather conditions, and the manner of appearance 
or disappearance. If an element is missing and there is an indication that the sighting may be of a 
security, scientific, technical, or public interest value, the Project Blue Book Office conducts an 
additional investigation and every attempt is made to obtain the information necessary for identifi¬ 
cation. However, in some instances, essential information cannot be obtained, and no further action 
can be taken. 

The third and by far the smallest group of evaluations is categorized as Unidentified. A sight¬ 
ing is considered unidentified when a report apparently contains all pertinent data necessary to 
suggest a valid hypothesis concerning the cause or explanation of the report but the description of 
the object or its motion cannot be correlated with any known object or phenomena. 


TYPES OF UFO IDENTIFICATIONS AND EVALUATIONS 

There are various types of UFO sightings. Most common are reports of astronomical sightings, 
which include bright stars, planets, comets, fireballs, meteors, auroral streamers, and other celes¬ 
tial bodies. When observed through haze, light fog, moving clouds, or other obscurations or unusual 
conditions, the planets, including Venus, Jupiter, and Mars have been reported as unidentified flying 
objects. Stellar mirages are also a source of reports. 

Satellites are another major source of UFD reports. An increase in satellites reported as UFOs 
has come about because of two factors. The first is the increase of interest on the part of the public; 
the second is the increasing number of satellites in the skies. Positive knowledge of the location of all 
satellites at all times enables rapid identification of satellite sightings. Keeping track of man-made 
objects in orbit about the earth is the responsibility of the North American Air Defense Command 
Space Detection and Tracking System. This sophisticated electronic system gathers complex space 
traffic data instantly from tracking stations all over the world. 

Other space surveillance activities include the use of ballistic tracking and large telescopic cam¬ 
eras. ECHO schedules are prepared by the NASA Goddard Space Flight Center at Greenbelt, Maryland, 
and schedules of the South/North equator crossings are prepared by the Smithsonian Institution at 
Cambridge, Massachusetts. From the data produced by these agencies, satellites mistakenly reported 
as UFOs can be quickly identified. Some of these are visible to the naked eye. 

Aircraft account for another major source of UFO reports, particularly during adverse weather 
conditions. When observed at high altitudes and at some distance, aircraft can have appearances rang¬ 
ing from disc to rocket shapes due to the reflection of the sun on their bright surfaces. Vapor or con¬ 
densation trails from jet aircraft will sometimes appear to glow fiery red or orange when reflecting 
sunlight. Afterburners from jet aircraft are often reported as UFOs since they can be seen from great 
distances when the aircraft cannot be seen. 

The Project Blue Book Office has direct contact with all elements of the Air Force and the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency civil air control centers. All aerial refueling operations and special training 
flights can be checked immediately. Air traffic of commercial airlines and flights of military aircraft 
are checked with the nearest control center, enabling an immediate evaluation of aircraft mistakenly 
reported as UFOs. However, since many local flights are not carried, these flights are probable causes 
of some reports. 
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Balloons continue to be reported as UFOs. Several thousand balloons are released each day from 
military and civilian airports, weather stations, and research activities. There are several types of 
balloons - weather balloons, rawinsondes, radiosondes, and the large research balloons which have 
diameters up to 300 feet. At night, balloons carry running lights which cause an unusual appearance 
when observed. Reflection of the sun on balloons at dawn and sunset sometimes produce strange ef¬ 
fects. This usually occurs when the balloon, because of its altitudes, is exposed to the sun. Large bal¬ 
loons can move at speeds of over 100 miles per hour when moving in high altitude jet windstreams. 
These balloons sometimes appear to be flattened on top. At other times, they appear to be saucer¬ 
shaped and to have lights mounted inside the bag itself due to the sun's rays reflecting through the 
material of the balloon. The Balloon Control Center at Holloman Air Force Base, New Mexico, main¬ 
tains a plot on all Military Upper Air Research Balloons. 

Another category of UFO evaluations labeled Other includes missiles, reflections, mirages, 
searchlights, birds, kites, spurious radar indications, hoaxes, fireworks, and flares. 

Aircraft, satellites, balloons, and the like should NOT be reported since they do not fall within 
the definition of an unidentified flying object. 


e 
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CONCLUSIONS 


To date, the firm conclusions of Project Blue Book are: (1) no unidentified flying object reported, 
investigated, and evaluated by the Air Force has ever given any indication of threat to our national 
security; (2) there has been no evidence submitted to or discovered by the Air Force that sightings 
categorized as unidentified represent technological developments or principles beyond the range of 
present day scientific knowledge; and (3) there has been no evidence indicating that sightings categor¬ 
ized as unidentified are extraterrestrial vehicles. 

The Air Force will continue to investigate all reports of unusual aerial phenomena over the United 
States. The services of qualified scientists and technicians will continue to be used to investigate and 
analyze these reports, and periodic reports on the subject will be made. 

The former Chairman of the House Armed Services Committee, Mr. Carl Vinson, recently com¬ 
mented on the conduct of the UFO program by the Air Force and stated that Congressional hearings 
on this subject are unnecessary. 

The Air Force does not deny the possibility that some form of life may exist on other planets in 
the universe. However, to date, the Air Force has neither received nor discovered any evidence which 
proves the existence and intra-space mobility of extraterrestrial life. The Air Force continues to ex¬ 
tend an open invitation to anyone who feels that he possesses any evidence of extraterrestrial vehicles 
operating within the earth's near space envelope to submit his evidence for analysis. Initial contact 
for this purpose is through the following address: 

PROJECT BLUE BOOK INFORMATION OFFICE 
SAPOI 

WASHINGTON, D C 20330 

Anyone observing what he considers to be an unidentified flying object should report it to the 
nearest Air Force Base. Persons submitting a UFO report to the Air Force are free to discuss any 
aspect of the report with anyone. The Air Force does not seek to limit discussion on such reports and 
does not withhold or censor any information pertaining to this unclassified program. 
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On December 17, 1969 the Secretary of the Air Force announced the 
termination of Project Blue Book. 

The decision to discontinue UFO investigations was based on an 
evaluation of a report prepared by the University of Colorado entitled, 
"Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects;" a review of the Univer¬ 
sity of Colorado's report by the National Academy of Sciences; past 
UFO studies; and Air Force experience investigating UFO reports for 
two decades. 

As a result of these investigations and studies, and experience 
gained from investigating UFO reports since 19^8, the conclusions of 
Project Blue Book were: (1) no UFO reported, investigated, and evalu¬ 
ated by the Air Force has ever given any indication of threat to our 
national security; (2) there has been no evidence submitted to or dis¬ 
covered by the Air Force that sightings categorized as "unidentified" 
represent technological developments or principles beyond the range 
of present day scientific knowledge; and (3) there has been no evidence 
indicating that sightings categorized as "unidentified" are extrater¬ 
restrial vehicles. 

With the termination of Project Blue Book, the Air Force regulation 
establishing and controlling the program for investigating and analyzing 
UFOs was rescinded. All documentation regarding the former Blue Book 
investigation was permanently transferred to the Modern Military Branch, 
National Archives and Records Service, 8th and Pennsylvania Avenue, 
Washington, D.C. 20U08, and is available for public review and analysis. 

In 1977, President Carter asked the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration (NASA) to look into the possibility of resuming UFO investi¬ 
gations After studying all the facts available, they decided that 
nothing would be gained by further investigation. The Air Force agrees 
with that decision. If, however, firm evidence is found justifying 
further investigation, an appropriate agency will be directed to under¬ 
take the effort. 

There are a number of universities and professional scientific 
organizations such as the American Association for the Advancement of 
Science, which have considered UFO phenomena during periodic meetings 
and seminars. In addition, a list of private organizations interested 
in aerial phenomena may be found in Gale's Encyclopedia of Associations 
(Edition 9, Vol I, pp. Such timely review of the situation 

by private groups insures that sound evidence will not be overlooked 
by the scientific community. 

For further reference material, two documents are available from 
the National Technical Information Service, U.S. Department cf Commerce, 
Springfield, VA 2?151: 


Sci entific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects . Study conducted 
by tne 'Nnivers’ty of Colorado under contract F4ii620-76-C-0035. Three 
volumes. 1,^65 p. 63 plates. Photoduplicated hard copies of the official 
report may be ordered for $6 per volume, $18 the set of three, as AD 
630:97*. AD 680:976, and AD 680:977. 

Review of University of Colorado Report on Unidentified 
Flying Objects . Review of report by a panel of the National Academy 
of Sciences. National Academy of Sciences, 1969, 6p. Photoduplicated 
hard copies may be ordered for $3 as AD 688:5*11. 



NON AVAILABILITY OF MATERIALS 


The following items are for internal use only and are not available for 
distribution to the public. These concern internal management and procedures 
for forwarding UFO reports to the appropriate agency: 

1. Air Force Regulation 200-2 

2. JANAP 146 

The Air Force has no films, photographs, maps, charts, or graphs of un¬ 
identified flying objects. Photographs that have been submitted for evaluation 
in conjunction with UFO reports have been determined to be a misinterpreta¬ 
tion of natural or conventional objects. These objects have a positive identifi¬ 
cation. 

The Air Force no longer possesses, and thus does not have for distribu¬ 
tion, outdated reports on Project Sign, Project Grudge, Blue Book Special 
Report No. 14, and outdated Project Blue Book press releases. Non-military 
UFO publications should be requested from the publisher, not the Air Force. 
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SUGGESTED READING MATERIAL 

Books listed below deal with facts and theories about our solar universe, the sun, planets, comets, 
meteorites, the universe, stars, constellations and galaxies; telescopes, the computation of time as 
it relates to astronomy, star maps and charts, and the history of astronomy. 

SKY & TELESCOPE , by Sky Publishing Corporation, Harvard College Observatory, Cambridge, Mass. 
02138. Monthly Magazine, 60 cents per copy. 

WEATHER ELEMENTS, by BLAIR, published Prentice Hall. Has an excellent chapter on often mis- 
identified weather phenomena. 

PLANETS, STARS, AND SPACE, by CHAMBERLAIN, JOSEPH M. & NICHOLSON, THOMAS D. An 
illustrated, non-technical explanation of the earth, planets, stars, and the universe. Prepared in co¬ 
operation with the American Museum of Natural History. 

JUNIOR SCIENCE BOOK OF STARS , by CROSBY, PHOEBE. An easy-to-read, exciting story of what 
scientists know about the stars, planets, the moon, and the MILKY WAY. 

CHALLENGE OF THE UNIVERSE, by HYNEK, J. ALLEN & ANDERSON, NORMAN. Discusses the 
nature of the universe; astronomy and cosmology, published by Scholastic Press. 

THE STORY OF THE STARS, by MALONEY, TERRY. An introduction to the universe; our solar sys¬ 
tem, our galaxy, and other galaxies. Many interesting illustrated analogies help build concepts of size 
and distance. Includes references to the Van Allen radiation belts and zodiacal light observation of 
1960. 

THE WORLD OF FLYING SAUCERS, by MENZEL & BOYD. A scientific examination of the classic 
UFO reports. 

THE MOON, METEORITES. AND COMETS, Dtd 1963 , by MIDDLEHURST & KUIPER. Continuous analy¬ 
sis of Soviet moon photos. Chapter on Siberian meteorite and photos or comets computation of vari¬ 
ous comet orbital photos. 

THE NATURE OF LIGHT AND COLOR IN THE OPEN AIR, by MINNAERT, Dover Publications. This 
is an excellent paperback written in understandable lay language. 

METEORS, by OLIVIER. Standard text by foremost authority on meteors. 

PHOTOGRAPHIC HISTORY OF MARS , 1905-1961, by SLIPHER, E. C., published by Lowell Observa¬ 
tory. 

ANATOMY OF A PHENOMENON, by VALLE, JACQUES. 

FIRST MAN TO THE MOON , by VON BRAUN, WERNHER. 
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Fact Sheet 

United States Air Force 

Secretary of the Air Force. Office of Public Affairs, Washington. D.C. 20330 
INFORMATION OF UFOs 


Thank you for your request for information on the Air Force's 
investigation of unidentified flying objects, or UFO's. 

The Air Force investigation of UFO's began in 1948 and was 
known as Project Sign. Later the name was changed to Project 
Grudge, and in 1953, it became Project Blue Book. Between 1948 
and 1969 we investigated 12,618 reported sightings. 

Of these sightings, 11,917 were found to have been caused by 
material objects (such as balloons, satellites, and aircraft), 
immaterial objects (such as lightning, reflections, and other 
natural phenomena), astronomical objects (such as stars, planets, 
the sun, and the moon), weather conditions, and hoaxes. As 
indicated, only 701 reported sightings remain unexplained. 

On December 17, 1969, the Secretary of the Air Force 
announced the termination of Project Blue Book. The decision to 
discontinue UFO investigations was based on an evaluation of a 
report prepared by the University of Colorado entitled, 

"Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects;" a review of the 
University of Colorado's report by the National Academy of 
Sciences; past UFO studies; and the Air Force's two decades of 
experience investigating UFO reports. 

As a result of these investigations, studies, and experience, 
the conclusions of Project Blue Book were: (1) no UFO reported, 
investigated, and evaluated by the Air Force has ever given any 
indication of threat to our national security; (2) there has been 
no evidence submitted to or discovered by the Air Force that 
sightings categorized as "unidentified" represent technological 
developments or principles beyond the range of present day 
scientific knowledge; and (3) there has been no evidence 
indicating that sightings categorized as "unidentified" are 
extraterrestrial vehicles. 

With the termination of Project Blue Book, the Air Force 
regulation establishing and controlling the program for 
investigating and analyzing UFOs was rescinded. All documentation 
regarding the former Blue Book investigation was permanently 
transferred to the Modern Military Branch, National Archives and 
Record Service, 8th and Pennsylvania Avenue, Washington DC 20408, 
and is available for public review and analysis. 



In 1977, President Carter asked the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration (NASA) to look into the possibility of resuming 
UFO investigations. After studying all the facts available, NASA 
decided that nothing would be gained by further investigation. The 
Air Force agrees with that decision. If, however, firm evidence is 
found justifying further investigation, an appropriate agency will be 
directed to undertake the effort. 


UFO 

SIGHTINGS 

BY YEAR 

YEAR 

TOTAL UNIDENTIFIED 

1947 

112 

12 

1948 

156 

7 

1949 

186 

22 

1950 

210 

27 

1951 

169 

22 

1952 

1501 

303 

1953 

509 

42 

1954 

487 

46 

1955 

545 

24 

1956 

670 

14 

1957 

1006 

14 

1958 

627 

10 

1959 

390 

12 

1960 

557 

14 

1961 

591 

13 

1962 

474 

15 

1963 

399 

14 

1964 

562 

19 

1965 

887 

16 

1966 

1112 

32 

1967 

937 

19 

1968 

375 

3 

1969 

146 

1 

TOTAL: 

12,618 

701 


There are a number of universities and 
professional scientific organizations such 
as the American Association for the 
Advancement of Science, which have 
considered UFO phenomena during periodic 
meetings and seminars. In addition, a list 
of private organizations interested in 
aerial phenomena may be found in Gale's 
Encyclopedia of Associations. Such timely 
review of the situation by private groups 
insures that sound evidence will not be 
overlooked by the scientific community. 

For further reference material, two 
documents are available from the National 
Technical Information Service, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, 5285 Port Royal 
Road, Springfield, VA 22161. 
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Unidentified Flying Objects 

History • There has been no evidence indicating that 

sightings categorized as “unidentified" are 
The Air Force began investigating UFOs in 1948 under extraterrestrial vehicles, 

a program called Project Sign. Later the program's name Between 1948 and 1969 the Air Force investigated 
was changed to Project Grudge, and in 1953 it became 12,618 reported UFO sightings. Of these, 11,917 were 

known as Project Blue Book. On Dec. 17, 1969, the found to have been caused by material objects such 

secretary of the Air Force announced the termination as balloons, satellites, and aircraft: immaterial objects 
of Project Blue Book. such as lightning, reflections, and other natural 

The decision to discontinue UFO investigations was phenomena: astronomical objects such as stars, planets, 

based on a number of factors, Including reports and studies the sun, and the moon; weather conditions; and hoaxes, 

by the University of Colorado and the National Academy Only 701 reported sightings remain unexplained, 

of Sciences, as well as past UFO studies and the Air Force's 

two decades of experience investigating UFO reports. More Information Available 

As a result of these investigations, studies, and 

vience, the conclusions of Project Blue Book were: All documentation regarding the former Blue Book 

No UFO reported, investigated and evaluated by investigation was permanently transferred to the Modem 

the Air Force has ever given any indication of threat Military Reference Branch, National Archives and 

to our national security. Records Administration, 8th and Pennsylvania Ave., 

• There has been no evidence submitted to or Washington, D.C. 20408, and is available for public 

discovered by the Air Force that sightings categorized review. A list of private organizations interested in aerial 

as “unidentified" represent technological developments phenomena can be found in Gale’s Encyclopedia of 

or principles beyond the range of present-day scientific Associations, available in the reference section of most 

knowledge. libraries. 
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IMMEDIATE RELEASE December 17, 1969 NO. 1077-69 

Oxford 7-5131 (Info.) 
OXford 7-3189 (Copies) 

AIR FORCE TO TERMINATE £ 

PROJECT "BLUE BOOK" 

Secretary of the Air Force Robert C. Seamans, Jr., announced 
today the termination of Project Blue Book, the Air Force program 
for the investigation of unidentified flying objects (UFOs). 

In a memorandum to Air Force Chief of Staff General John D. Ryan, 
Secretary Seamans stated that "the continuation of Project Blue Book 
cannot be justified either on the ground of national security or in 
the interest of science," and concluded that the project does not merit 
future expenditures of resources. 

The decision to discontinue UFO investigations was based on: 

- An evaluation of a report prepared by the University of 

v jrado entitled, "Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects." 

- A review of the University of Colorado’s report by the 

National Academy of Sciences. .j~ 

- Past UFO studies. 

- Air Force experience investigating UFO reports during the past 
two decades. 

Under the direction of Dr. Edward U. Condon, the University of 
Colorado completed an 18-month contracted study of UFOs and its report 
was released to the public in January, 1969. The report concluded that 
little if anything has come from the study of UFOs in the. past 21 years 
that has added to scientific knowledge, and that further extensive 
study of UFO sightings is not justified in the expectation that science 
will be advanced. 

T-h*e- University of Colorado report also states that, "It seems that 
only so much attention to the subject (UFOs) should be give as the 
Department of Defense deems to be necessary strictly from a defense point 
of view....It is our impression that the defense function could be 
performed within the framework established for intelligence and sur¬ 
veillance operations without the continuance of a special unit such as 

ect Blue Book, but this is a question for defense specialists rather 
.1 research scientists." 

A panel of the National Academy of Sciences made an independent 
assessment of the scope, methodology, and findings of the University of 
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Colorado study. The panel concurred in the University of Colorado's 
recommendation that "no high priority in UFO investigations is 
warranted by data of the past two decades." It concluded by stating 
that, "On the basis of present knowledge, the least likely explanation 
of UFOs is the hypothesis of extraterrestrial visitations by intelligent 
beings." v 

Past UFO studies include one conducted by a Scientific Advisory 
Panel of UFOs in January, 1953 (Robertson Panel); and, a review of 
Project Blue Book by the Air Force Scientific Advisory Board Ad Hoc 
Committee, February-March, 1966 (Dr. Brian O'Brien, Chairman). These 
studies concluded that no evidence has been found , that any of the UFO 
reports reflect a threat to our national security. 

As a result of investigating UFO reports since 1948, the 
conclusions of Project Blue Book are: (1) no UFO reported, Investi¬ 

gated, and evaluated by the Air Force has ever given any indication 
of threat to our national security; (2) there has been no evidence 
submitted or discovered by the Air Force that sightings categorized 
"unidentified" represent technological developments or principles 
jnd the range of present-day scientific knowledge; and (3) there 
has been no evidence indicating that sightings categorized as "unidenti¬ 
fied" are extraterrestrial vehicles. 

Project Blue Book records will be retired to ttve USAF Archives, 
Maxwell Air Force Base, Alabama. Requests for information will 
continue to be handled by the Secretary of the Air Force, Office of 
Information (SAFOI), Washington, D.C. 20330. 


END 



UFO FACT SHEET 


The Air Force investigation of UFO's began in 1948 and was known 
as Project Sign. Later the name was changed to Project Grudge, and 
in 1953, it became Project Blue Book. Between 1948 and 1969 we investi¬ 
gated 12,618 reported sightings. 

The following is a statistical listing of reported UFO sightings 
during the Air Force investigation: 

TOTAL UFO SIGHTINGS, 1947 - 1969 


YEAR 

TOTAL SIGHTINGS 

UNIDENTIFIED 

1947 

122 

12 

1948 

156 

7 

1949 

186 

22 

1950 

210 

27 

1951 

169 

22 

1952 

1,501 

303 

1953 

509 

42 

1954 

487 

46 

1955 

545 

24 

1956 

670 

14 

1957 

1,006 

14 

1958 

627 

10 

1959 

390 

12 

I960 

557 

14 

1961 

591 

13 

1962 

474 

15 

1963 

399 

14 

1964 

562 

19 

1965 

887 

16 

1966 

1,112 

32 

1967 

937 

19 

1968 

375 

3 

1969 

146 

1 

TOTAL 

12,618 

701 


Of these total sightings, 11,917 were found to have been caused 
by material objects (such as balloons, satellites, and aircraft), immaterial 
objects (such as lightning, reflections and other natural phenomena), 
astronomical objects (such as stars, planets, the sun and the moon), 
weather conditions and hoaxes. As indicated only 701 reported sightings 
remain unexplained. 
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On December 17, 1969 the Secretary of the Air Force announced the 
termination of Project Blue Book. 

The decision to discontinue UFO investigations was based on an 
evaluation of a report prepared by the University of Colorado entitled, 
"Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects;" a review of the Univer¬ 
sity of Colorado’s report by the National Academy of Sciences; past 
UFO studies; and Air Force experience investigating UFO reports for 
two decades. 

As a result of these investigations and studies, and experience 
gained from investigating UFO reports since 1948, the conclusions of 
Project Blue Book were: (1) no UFO reported, investigated, and evalu¬ 
ated by the Air Force has ever given any indication of threat to our 
national security; (2) there has been no evidence submitted to or dis¬ 
covered by the Air Force that sightings categorized as "unidentified" 
represent technological developments or principles beyond the range 
of present day scientific knowledge; and (3) there has been no evidence 
indicating that sightings categorized as "unidentified" are extrater¬ 
restrial vehicles. 

With the termination of Project Blue Book, the Air Force regulation 
establishing and controlling the program for investigating and analyzing 
UFOs was rescinded. All documentation regarding the former Blue Book 
investigation was permanently transferred to the Modern Military Branch, 
National Archives and Records Service, 8th and Pennsylvania Avenue, 
Washington, D.C. 20408, and is available for public review and analysis. 

In 1977, President Carter asked the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration (NASA) to look into the possibility of resuming UFO investi¬ 
gations. After studying all the facts available, they decided that 
nothing would be gained by further investigation. The Air Force agrees 
with that decision. If, however, firm evidence is found justifying 
further investigation, an appropriate agency will be directed to under¬ 
take the effort. 

There are a number of universities and professional scientific 
organizations such as the American Association for the Advancement of 
Science, which have considered UFO phenomena during periodic meetings 
and seminars. In addition, a list of private organizations interested 
in aerial phenomena may be found in Gale’s Encyclopedia of Associations 
(Edition 8, Vol I, pp. 432-3). Such timely review of the situation 
by private groups insures that sound evidence will not be overlooked 
by the scientific community. 

For further reference material, two documents are available from 
the National Technical Information Service, U.S. Department of Commerce, 
Springfield, VA 22151: 
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Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects . Study conducted 
by the University of Colorado under contract F44620-76-C-0035. Three 
volumes, 1,465 p. 68 plates. Photoduplicated hard copies of the official 
report may be ordered for $6 per volume, $18 the set of three, as AD 
680:975, AD 680:976, and AD 680:977. 

Review of University of Colorado Report on Unidentified 
Flying Objects. Review of report by a panel of the National Academy 
of Sciences. National Academy of Sciences, 1969, 6p. Photoduplicated 
hard copies may be ordered for $3 as AD 688:541. 


3 


Attachment 2, pg 3 


TOTAL UFO (OBJECT) SIGHTINGS 


(Compiled 17 Jan 66) 


TOTAL 

YEAR SIGHTINGS UNIDENTIFIED SOURCE 


1947 

122 

12 

Case Files 

1948 

156 

7 

Case Files 

1949 

186 

22 

Blue Book, page 108 

1950 

210 

27 

Case Files 

1951 

169 

22 

Case Files 

1952 

1,501 

303 

Blue Book, page 108 

1953 

509 

42 

Case Files 

1954 

487 

46 

Case Files 

1955 

545 

24 

Case Files 

1956 

670 

14 

Case Files 

1957 

1,006 

14 

Case Files 

1958 

627 

10 

Case Files 

1959 

390 

12 

Case Files 

1960 

557 

14 

Case Files 

1961 

591 

13 

Case Files 

1962 

474 

15 

Case Files 

1963 

399 

14 

Case Files 

1964 

562 

19 

Case Files 

1965 

886 

16 

Case Files 


10,147 

646 





STATISTICAL DATA FOR YEARS 1933-1984 


TOTAL CASES BY CATEGORY 

19S3 

1954 

1955 

1950 

1957 

1958 

1959 

1980 

1901 

1062 

(Compiled 1 Nov 05) 

1903 1904 TOTAL 


— 



"" 

— 

— 

— 

— 

“ 

— 




Astronomical 

175 

137 

135 

222 

341 

231 

144 

235 

203 

130 

05 

123 

2187 

Aircraft 

73 

«0 

124 

148 

211 

108 

83 

68 

77 

08 

73 

71 

1167 

Balloon 

79 

S3 

102 

93 

114 

51 

31 

22 

37 

19 

28 

20 

865 

Insufficient Data 

79 

103 

95 

132 

191 

111 

65 

105 

115 

94 

59 

99 

1241 

Other 

02 

58 

65 

61 

120 

93 

75 

04 

77 

05 

58 

B8 

918 

Satellite 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

18 

0 

21 

69 

77 

82 

142 

417 

Unidentified 

42 

48 

24 

14 

14 

10 

12 

14 

13 

15 

14 

19 

237 

TOTAL 

505 

457 

353 

070 

foo* 

827 

356 

357 

SSI 

474 

399 

355 

0817 

ASTRONOMICAL SIGHTINGS 

Meteors 

70 

92 

79 

80 

179 

108 

100 

187 

119 

95 

57 

61 

1293 

Stars and Planets 

101 

44 

52 

131 

144 

58 

40 

45 

78 

36 

23 

S3 

803 

Other 

4 

1 

4 

3 

18 

7 

4 

3 

8 

5 

5 

7 

67 

TOTAL 

IT! 

T57 

TT3 

225 

-5JT 

231 

u* 

133 

253 

T33 

13 

153 

2157 

OTHER CASES 

Hoaxes, Hallucinations, 
Unreliable Report? and 
Psychological Causes 

15 

8 

18 

16 

37 

29 

14 

13 

17 

n 

16 

34 

226 

Missiles and Rochets 

2 

1 

1 

3 

z 

6 

14 

12 

13 

9 

13 

7 

03 

Reflections 

4 

6 

4 

3 

2 

7 

11 

9 

3 

3 

0 

2 

54 

Flares and Fireworks 

1 

4 

8 

6 

6 

3 

S 

7 

4 

3 

3 

7 

59 

Mirages and Inversions 

3 

2 

4 

1 

« 

2 

4 

$ 

6 

3 

0 

2 

37 

Search and Groundlighta 

9 

8 

14 

9 

12 

9 

5 

6 

1 

3 

2 

6 

81 

Clouds and Contrails 

6 

3 

2 

1 

9 

5 

3 

4 

5 

4 

5 

0 

47 

Chaff 

0 

2 

0 

1 

2 

8 

1 

4 

3 

5 

2 

1 

27 

Birds 

4 

7 

2 

0 

1 

1 

0 

3 

2 

2 

2 

4 

34 

Radar Analysis 

15 

7 

1 

8 

27 

3 

8 

6 

9 

0 

1 

2 

87 

Photo Analysis 

1 

1 

2 

4 

1 

7 

4 

6 

3 

2 

3 

8 

40 

Physical Soectmens 

1 

0 

5 

3 

5 

10 

3 

7 

4 

15 

3 

8 

70 

Satellite Decay 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

9 

3 

3 

4 

3 

23 

Other 

1 

7 

4 

0 

9 

5 

3 

3 

4 

2 

4 

6 

48 

TOTAL 

~62 

"55 

“63 

61 

126 

“53 

75 

T4 

“77 

65 

“58 

“55 

-m 







STATISTICS FOR 1965 


(Compiled 18 Jan 1086) 



JAN 

FEB 

MAR 

APR 

MAY 

JUN 

JUL 

AUG 

SEP 

OCT 

NOV 

DEC 

TOTAL 

ASTRONOMICAL 

10 

8 

11 

4 

2 

10 

27 

62 

30 

27 

22 

12 

245 

AIRCRAFT 

11 

S 

14 

11 

14 

7 

32 

61 

20 

13 

14 

5 

210 

BALLOON 

3 

2 

1 

3 

0 

3 

7 

6 

2 

7 

0 

2 

36 

INSUFFICIENT DATA 

S 

4 

2 

4 

4 

2 

16 

24 

15 

5 

3 

1 

85 

OTHER 

11 

8 

7 

8 

S 

0 

9 

42 

7 

9 

11 

3 

126 

SATELLITE 

4 

3 

5 

5 

15 

5 

42 

41 

24 

3 

0 

3 

152 

UNIDENTIFIED 

1 

0 

2 

1 

1 

0 

2 

4 

4 

0 

1 

0 

16 

PENDING 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

2 

6 

4 

2 

17 

TOTAL 

45 

35 

43 

36 

41 

33 

135 

262 

104 

70 

55 

28 

667 

astronomical cases 

JAN 

FEB 

MAR 

APR 

MAY 

JUN 

JUL 

AUG 

SEP 

OCT 

NOV 

DEC 

TOTAL 

Meteors 

fl 

6 

8 

2 

2 

4 

14 

26 

13 

6 

9 

5 

101 

Stars and Planets 

3 

1 

3 

2 

0 

5 

10 

55 

16 

20 

13 

7 

135 

Other 

la 

lb 

0 

0 

0 

lc 

3d 

le 

la 

If 

0 

0 

9 

TOTAL 

10 

8 

11 

4 

2 

10 

27 

82 

35 

27 

22 

12 

245 

ta) Solar Image (b) Moon (c) Sun (d) Reflected Moonlight, 

Parhelia 

Moon (e) Reflected Moonlight (I) Comet Dceya-Seki 


OTHER CATEGORY 

JAN 

FEB 

MAR 

APR 

MAY 

JUN 

JUL 

AUG 

SEP 

OCT 

NOV 

DEC 

TOTAL 

Hoaxes, Hallucinations, 
Unreliable Reports and 
Psychological Causes 

5 

3 

4 

1 

2 

1 

2 

12 


3 

0 

0 

34 

Missiles and Rockets 





1 



3 

J 

1 

3 

1 

10 

Reflections 






1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 


7 

Flares and Fireworks 





1 


1 

1 



1 


4 

Mi razes and Inversions 







2 

3 





S 

Search and Ground Lights 

2 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

2 

0 

0 

2 

0 

0 

Clouds and Contrails 

Chaff 

I 







1 

1 



1 

3 

Birds 

1 

2 


2 




3 

1 

1 

1 


11 

Physical Specimens 


Ic 






lr 

lw 




3 

Radar Analysis 




le 


lg 


3gmn 


lm 



6 

Photo Analysis 



2dl 


Id 

l) 

2kl 

Sx 

U 




12 

Satellite Decay 

0 

1 

1 

1 

0 

1 

0 

2 

0 

1 

0 

1 

8 

Miscellaneous 

2ab 

8 


2bf 

5 

lb 

9 

4sbbb 


lb 

3tuv 


13 

TOTAL 

11 

7 

I 

6 

42 

7 

9 

11 

3 

126 


Ul Tracer Bullets (b) Misinterpretation ot Conventional Objects (c) MeUl Ball (d) Developer Smear (e) Anomalous Propagation 
(I) Kites {gj Electronic Counter Measures (hi Debris in Wind (j) No Image on Film (k) Poor Photo Process (1) Free Falling Object 
imi False Targets <n) Weather Returns (p) Emulsion Flaws (r) Plastic Bags (s) Man on Ground (t) Lightning (u) Chemical Trails 
irom Research Rocket (v) Missile Launch Activity (w) Gourd 
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FIREBALL REPORT 


Persona observing a fireball or meteor should report the information to 
the American Meteor Society. The information desired is contained below. 


A very brilliant meteor or fireball is re¬ 
ported to have passed in your vicinity on ... . 

at the hour of.Will you please answer 

as fully as possible the following questions, 
which are asked on behalf of the American Me¬ 
teor Society in order that permanent records of 
such phenomena may be obtained. When these 
reports are published each contributor whose 
report is fairly complete will be mentioned, if 


possible, and due credit given. R is only by the 
help of those who can give personal information 
that data can be secured for the computation of 
the orbits of meteors. These data are of great 
scientific value and all reasonable efforts should 
be made to obtain them. You will be unable prob¬ 
ably to answer all questions below, but answer 
those you can, as they may be of the greatest 
importance. 
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(1) Give your name and address. 

(2) Where were you when you saw the meteor ? (If the town is small please give county as well.) 

(3) Give the date, hour and minute when the meteor appeared; also kind of time used. 

(4) In what direction did it appear (or in what direction was it first seen)? This is not asking in what 
direction it was going! 

(5) In what direction did it disappear {or in what direction was it last seen)? For questions 4 and 5, 
simply N, E, S, or W is not accurate enough, unless these were the exact directions. If compass 
is used, state it; also if magnetic correction has been applied to compass reading. 

(6) At what height did it appear? (Use degrees in answering.) 

(7) At what height did it disappear? (Use degrees in answering.) 

(8) Did it pass directly overhead (i.e., through the zenith)? 

(9) If not, to which side of the zenith did it go, and how far from it? (Use degrees in answering.) 

(10) Did it appear to reach the horizon? What sort of a horizon have you? 

(11) What angle did the path of the meteor make with the horizon and in which direction was it then 
going? 

(12) If you are familiar with constellations describe the path of the meteor through the sky with 
reference to stars. 

(13) Did the meteor appear to explode? 

(14) What was the duration of its flight in seconds? 

(15) Describe the train if one was left. If it lasted long enough to show drift, most carefully tell in 
what direction train drifted. Give sketch, if possible, showing this with regard to horizon. 

(16) What was the duration of the train in seconds? 

(17) Did you hear any sound? How long after seeing the meteor was it before you heard this 

sound ? 

Did you hear an actual explosion? How long after seeing the explosion was it before you heard it? 

(18) Of what color was the meteor? 

(19) What was the size of the meteor? (Compare it with the Moon or with a planet or star.) 

(20) Was more than one body seen before the explosion (if any)? 

(21) What was condition of sky at time? 

(22) Give names and addresses of others who saw the meteor. 

(23) Please mail this reply to 

Charles P. Oliver 
AMERICAN METEOR SOCIETY 
521 N. Wynnewood Ave 
Narberth, Pennsylvania 19072 






TH? JOINT STAFF 


NMCC 


THE NATIONAL MILITARY COMMAND CENTER 


WASHINGTON. O.C. 20301 


/ 


29 October 1975 
0605 EST. 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 
Subject: AFB Penetration 


1* At 290200 EST AFOC informed NMCC that an unidentified 
helicopter, possibly two, had been sighted'flying low over 
Boring AFB Maine, in proximity to a weapons storage area. 

2. An Army National Guard helo was called in to assist in 
locating the unidentified helo(s). 

3. NORAD was informed of i the incident by SAC, requested and 
reeleved authority from Canadian officials to proceed into 
Canadian airspace if necessary to locate the intruder. 

4. At 0404. SAC Command Center informed NMCC that the army helo 
assisting on the scene had not sighted the unidentified helo(s) 

5. A similar incident was reported at Loring the evening of 
28 October 1975 - 



C. D. ROBERTS, JR. 
Brigadier General, USMC 
Deputy Director for 



Operations 

(NMCC) 

Distribution: 



CJCS (5) 

CSA • , 

PA REP 

DJS (3) 

CNO • 

WEST HEM DESK 

J-30 

CSAF 

NWSB 

J-31 

CMC 

NMCC BRIEFER 

J-32 

CH, V7WMCCS OPS & EVAL DIV 


J-32A 

DDO (NMCC) 


J-33 

ADDO (NMCC) 


J-34 

CCOC (NMCC) 


J-35 i 

DIA REP FOR NMIC 


J-38 ■' 

NSA REP 



CIA REP 

























DDC UPDATE 


AS Or 290600 EST OCT 75 


aFB PENETRATION 

;/) At approximately 29 02 00 EST Get 75, AEOC relayed a report from, 
coring .APE, ME indicating that one unidentified he'icenter, possiblv 
two helicopters, had penetrated Lcring AF3 from Canadian territory 
with one helicopter landing briefly in proximity to a weapons st 
area.- Attempts to locate or identify the intruding helicopters 
an Army National Guard helicopter were unsuccessful. Sightings 
the unidentified helicopter (s) were limited to security guards. A 
similar incident with a single helicopter occurred during the ear 1 v 
morning of 23 Oct 75. Permission has been granted by Canadian 
authorities to give pursuit into Canadian airspace if subsequent 
contact is effected by U.S. helicopters. 



o ,n o 






































































AS OF 291200 EST OCT 75 


DDO UPDATE 


WEST HEM 

•^Vtb PENETRATION 

{f'i At approximately 290100 EST Oct 75, one unidentified heli¬ 
copter was sighted 300 to 5 00 meters from the weapons storage 
area at Loring APB, Maine. 1 The helicopter was at an altitude 
of 150 feet and penetrated Loring AFE. An attempt to contact 
and identify the intruding helicopter was made by an Army 
National Guard helo, and was unsuccessful. At 290300 EST the 
helicopter was sighted over the weapons storage area and the 
Army National Guard helicopter again responded to make contact 
but was unsuccesful. Loring has coordinated with the Maine 
State Police and the Royal Canadian Mounted Police and plans to 
pursue into Canada, if necessary, if there is a reoccurrence. 
(SOURCE: 42 BW OP LORING AF5 2211402 OCT 75).) 












DDO UPDATE 


AS Or 252200 EST OCT 


7c 3 penetration 

f £) At approximately 290100 EST Oct 75, one unidentified helicopt 
v.'£ s sighted 300 to 500 meters from the weapons storage area at 
Coring ATE, Maine. The helicopter was at an altitude of 150 feet 
and penetrated Lorinq AF3. An attempt to contact and identify th 
intruding helicopter was made by an Army National Guard helo, and 
was unsuccessful. At 290300 EST the helicopter was sighted over 
the weapons storage area and the Army National Guard helicopter 
again responded to make contact but was unsuccessful. The CSAF 
(Ops Div) has requested that the Army NG helo be provided until 
300800 EST under the following conditions: To track and identify 
the intruder; no apprehension to take place; the Canadian Border 
would not be crossed; and civilian police on board will be for 
commo with ground units only. The request is under consideration 
by MG Snifin, DA Director of Operations, DCSOPS. Cel Bailey, Mil 
h to Special Asst to SECDEF/DEPSECDEF has been advised of the 
s_ 3 ticn should DoD approval be required. The State Department 
Canadian Desk Officer has been kept informed. (SOURCE: 42 3W CF 

LORING AF5 2511402 OCT 75; SAC C?‘ OPS CONTROL 2919542 OCT 75) 


















DDO UPDATE AS OF 300600 EST OCT 

AF B ? ENB THAT I ON 1 

(f) At approximately 290100 EST Oct 75, an unicentified helicopter 
vas sighted at an altitude of 150 feet at approximately 300 to 500 
meters from a weapons storage area at Loring AFB, HE. At 290300 EST 
Oct 75, the unidentified helicopter was sighted ever the weapons 
storage area. In both instances, an Amy National Guard (NG) heli¬ 
copter responded, but v;as unable to contact or identify the intruder. 
HG Sniff in, DA Director for Ops, DCSOPS, approved the following 
procedures for anv similar incident effective until 300S00 EST 
Oct 75: 

r 

- NG helicopter and crew placed in "full time training duty" 

(FTTD) . 

- NG helicopter may enter Canadian airspace with consent of 
Canadian authorities. 

- NG helicopter employment limited to tracking and identification. 

- Only LJ.S. military personnel and if considered necessary 
representatives from, the FBI, FAA, and Border Patrol will be 
embarked in the NG helicopter. 

(SOURCE: 42 BW CP LORING AFB 2911402 OCT 75; 

ACTIVITIES). 


PHONCOK DDO/I INTERESTED 











DDO UPDATE 


AS OF 301300 EST OC' 



i0) At appr cxirr.a teiy 290100 EST Oct 75, an unidentified helicopter 
ves sighted at an altitude of 150 feet at approximately 300 tc 500 
metei's from. a weapons storage area at Loring AFB, ME. At 290300 
EST Oct 75, the unidentified helicopter was sighted over the weapon 
storage area. In both instances, an Army National Guard (!CG) heli¬ 
copter responded, but v:as unable to contact or identify the intrude 
Procedures were implemented to track and identify the unidentified 
helicopter should it return curing the evening of 29 Oct. The 
helicopter did not return that evening. Air Force is planning to 
utilize an Air Force helicopter from Plattsburgh AFE for future 
operations. (SOURCE: 42 BW CP LORING AFB 2911402 OCT 75; PHONCON 
NMCC/AFOC) 
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THE NATIONAL MILITARY COMMAND CENTER 

WASHINGTON. O.C. 20301 

: 30 October 1975 

0445 EST 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

Subject: Army National Guard Helicopter Support for 

Loring AFB 


1- At 292035 EST Oct 75, LTC Dyer, Office of the Director 
of Operations, USAF, requested that the Army National Guard 
(NG) helicopter and crew currently located at Loring AFB, 

Maine, be made available to the Commander of the 42nd Bomb 
Wing until 300800 EST Oct 75. The NG helicopter would be 
employed to track and identify the unidentified helicopter 
that has violated the airspace in the vicinity of the weapons 
storage area at Loring .AFB during the^ early morning hours 
of 28 and 29 Oct 75. LTC Dyer stated that. international 
borders would not be'.crossed, and that apprehensions would 
not be attempted by personnel embarked in the NG helicopter. 

Any civil police on board the aircraft would participate 
only to the extent of communicating with appropriate police 
officials on the ground, with the latter singularly responsible 
for the apprehension of the suspect aircraft or crew. 

2. This request was relayed to MG Sniff in, DA Director of 
Operations, DCSOPS, at 292100 EST. MG Sniffrin indicated . 
his intent to check with Army legal officials on t^e matter 
prior to making a decision. 

3. The SAC Command Post was informed at 292050 EST of the 
request by LTC Dyer, and the fact that MG Sniff in was 
checking with Army legal authorities- Col Freeman, AF 
Operations Center, was also informed of the status. 

4. Col Bailey, Mil Asst to the Special Asst to SECDEF/ 
DEPSECDEF, has been advised of the helicopter request should 
DOD approval be required. 

5. The State Department Canadian Desk Officer has been 
kept informed of the situation. 

6. At 292230 EST MG Sniff in approved use of the helicopter 
with the following constraints: 

a. Tracking and .identification only. 

b. Apprehension by U.S. personnel not authorized. 

c. No crossing of international borders... 
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d. Only U.S. personnel, preferably military, but including 
FBI, FAA, and Border Patrol representatives if necessary, 
will be on board the NG helicopter. 


7. MG Sniffin will initiate appropriate action to place the 
Army NG helicopter and crew on ''Full Time Training Duty" 
(FTTD) . In essence, the NG helicopter will be federalized. 

8. OSD, through Col Bailey, has been advised of the approval 
and constraints in this situation and has stated OSD has no 
objections to the action. 


9. At 292249 EST the DDO (NMCC) established a conference call 
with SAC (MG Burkhart) , AFOC, AOC, and Commander 42nd Bomb 
Wing, Loring'AFB informing them of the approval to use the Array 
NG helicopter with the constraints listed in para 6 above. 
Commander 42nd Bomb Wing stated that there was no utility in 
using the helicopter if it couldn't cross the border. Air 
Force representative LTC Dyer was brought into the conference 
and stated that AF had no objection to the border crossing. 

At 292300 EST the DDO. (NMCC) informed MG Sniffin of the border - 
crossing issue. ' 

10. At 292325 EST MG'sniffin informed the DDO (NMCC) that 
approval was granted for the NG helicopter to cross the border 
with the consent of Canadian authorities. The DDO (NMCC) 
assured MG Sniffin that the Canadians were cooperating and 
had already given consent to cross the border. 

11. At 292334 EST another conference call was convened by 
the DDO (NMCC) with the above conferees, (para 9) informing 
them of the authority to cross the border if necessary. There 
were no further questions and all conferees were satisified 
with the procedures established for the employment of the NG 
helicopter. 



C. D. ROBERTS, JR. 
Brigadier General, USMC 
Deputy Director for 
Operations (NMCC) 
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ddo talker 

AS OF 01050 0 EST NOV 75 

KST HEM 


HELICOPTER SITED AT LOSING 

(jfj At 312317 EST, a visual sichting or an unidentified object v;as 
reported 4 nautical miles northwest of Lcring AFB, Maine. The 
£l e rt helo at coring was launched to identify the object but was 
unable to make contact. The. alert helo was launched acain at 0101 
EST in response to a slow moving target picked up by RAPCON. This 
rtie v;as also unable to make contact with the object. (SOURCE: 
-nc SW 010S25Z NOV 75) 
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DDQ UPDATE 

AS OF 011300 EST NOV 75 

HELICOPTER SIG HTED AT LORING 

( 0 ) At 312317 EST Oct, a visual sighting of an unidentified object 
was reported 4 nautical miles northwest of. Loring A.FB, Maine. The 
alert heio at Loring was launched to identify the object but was 
unable to make contact. The alert helo was launched again at 01014 
EST Nov in response to a slow moving target picked up by RAPCON. 
This sortie was also unable to make contact with the object. (SOURC 
4 2D BW 010825Z NOV 75) 

(U) A copy of. messages received regarding unidentified aircraft 
flying in the vicinity of air bases will be forwarded to the 
Military Assistant’to the SECDEF. (SOURCE: MILASST TO SECDEF). 
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N M C C. 

THE NATIONAL MILITARY COMMAND CENTER 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20301 - V 

31 October 1375 
0451 EST 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

Subject: Low Flying Aircraft/Helicopter Sightings at 
tourtsmith AFB, MX. 


1. The SAC Command Post notified the NMCC of reported low 
flying aircraft/helicopter sightings at Wurtsmith AFB, 
Michigan at 302342 EST. 

2. * The attached OPREP-3s give a summary of the reported 
sightings. 


Attachments 
a/s 

Distribution: { 

J—30 
J-31 

'DDO(NMCC) 

ADDO(NMCC) 

CCOC(NMCC) 

WHEM DESK (NMCC) 



Brigadier General, USAF 
Deputy Director for 
Operations (NMCC) 


















































































































( OPRiiF-i KtttJKi i -— 

FROM: '• A'f/XCOCOA- . LOG SUP r 1-G 

EVENT:- ' ~ ~ ; ~~ DATE/TIME OF EVENT- 

7 lentified Helicopter Intrusion 30/2255E Oct 1975 

Lv .*TI on: * TIME REPORTED TO AFQC: 

I-7urtsmith AFB, MX 30/2327E Oct 1975 


SAC (Lt Col’"Giordano) reports that an unidentified helicopter 
With no lights cane up over the back gate of Kurtsmich and . 
hovered over the Weapons Storage Area and then moved on.* 

—RAPCON had it painted for a short period. A tanker at 2700 feet 
had visual and skin paint out over Lake Huron for about 20 miles 
heading SE. Tanker reports he thinks he saw a second skin* paint. 
The tanker lost all contact about 35 niles SE of the base over 
the lake. Tanker is still flying trying to locate by means of * 
telephonic search with FAA and HAP CON. Increased, security 
initiated at Wurtsmith. ; 

31/0030E Update: Lt Col Giordano (SAC Senior Controller) updates 
and corrects the above information as follows: An unidentified 
low flying aircraft came up over the back gate of Wurtsmith ( and" 
was visually sighted in the vicinity of the motor pool. RAPCON 
showed several aircraft at the time, one near the V7SA (there was 
no hovering as previously reported). A tanker was dispatched and 
had visual and skin paint out over Lake ‘Huron of a lov/ flying 
\rcraft ( with lights on ) heading SE at approximately 150 knots, 
nker reports that the aircraft appeared to be joined by another 
«jLrcraft (with its lights on also) / Tanker reports that both . 
aircraft then turned out their lights simultaneously, as if on 
signal. Tanker lost all contact approximately 35 NM SE of the 
base. Upon information that the .Dept of Natural Resources sends 
out aircraft searching for hunters spotting dear, the Dept of 
Natural Resources was contacted; however, they maintain none of 
their aircraft were in the area at the time. * 
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N/SAC C* LOGISTICS 

:n/eaf c? force status 
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ASSIFIEO JOPREF JIFF Y OCG5/FFD34C/INVOPREP~L 3EELT-NE/7S-C2 1-01 
345Z CSC ADVISED C«> THAT THE SECURITY GUARD AT SACK' GATE 
TED AM UNIDENTIFIED AIPS FT F LYING LOW OVER THE SASE AT 
OX G323Z * INITIAL REPORT TO CP SAID THAT AIRCRAFT WAS ALSO 
RV EC IN THE VICINITY 0? • r tfS A HOWEVER* LATER REPORTS SAIO THAT 
RAFT OBSERVED HAY HA VE SEEN A KC-135 IN THE LOCAL TRAFFIC 
ERN. AT 0330Z KC-135 SAID THAT THEY HAQ SKIN MINTED ON 
P *AN AIRCRAFT 6 1/2 MILES NE OF BASE SUT COULD NOT S =>0T . 
AIRCRAFT VISUALLY. AT A °o RO X C3SC2 THE KC-135 °ICKED UP THE 
ENTI-IEO AIRCRAFT .\’E OF THE SASE AT APPROX 02C/21 ON A VISUAL 
02 RUCSHIJ 2DS3 UNCLAS' • 

‘TNG- KC-135 SAID HE SAW TWO AIRCRAFT IN A TRAIL FORMATION' 

30. - A ° PR OX r5C KIAS HEADING SOUTH. KC-135 SAID HE LOST CONTACT 

WITH THE ^CRMATTCN AT G4I3Z WITH T HE : U \*C DEN T IF IE 0 FORMATION CM 
THE KO SC 1X5/35 KC-135 TRACKED THE AIRCRAFT SOUTH TO T HE MICH. 

TH’JM 3. AREA AND BACK NORTH TC THE BASE AREA A \»J.M3ER OF TIMES* 

EACH TIME THE KC-135 L CS T VISUAL SIGHTING. KC-135 LAMOE'D WHEN 
FUEL A=»ROACHED 01 MINIHU^S. INVESTIGATIONS IN PROGRESS* REPORTS 
TO FOLLOW AS INFO IS OBTAINED 
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DDO UPDATE - 

AS 07 310500 ZST OC r . 

LOK FLYING AIRCRAFT/I1ELI COPTER SIGHTINGS 

(U) The SAC Senior Controller notified the NMCC at 302342 EST 
of unidentified low-flying aircraft/helicopter sightings at 
Kurtemith A_F3, MI. One aircraft was visually sighted in the 
vicinity of the motor pool. RA?CON showed several objects on 
radar at the same time. A tanker was dispatched to the area a 
obtained both visual and radar skin paint of two aircraft. 5c 
aircraft had lights on initially but appeared to turn them off 
simultaneously. (SOURCE: OPREP-3 302327 OCT 75) 


























DDO UPDATE 


• ;■ AS 0? CS1400 EST NOV 1375 

UFO SIGHTING ' * 

(U) From 0SG253 EST Nov 75 to 0S042C EST Nov 75, Malmstrorr. AF3 M7 
and four SAC sites reported a series of visual and radar contacts 
with unidentified flying objects. Several reports from the same 
locations included jet engine sounds associated with the observed 
bright lights. Two interceptors scrambled from 24th NORAD Region 
failed to make contact with the UFO's. 

(U) The UFO sightings occurred on an extremely clear night. Visibil 
was 45 miles. Although northern lights will cause phenomena similar 
to the received reports, weather services indicated no possibility 
of northern lights during the period in Question. . (SOURCE: NMCC 
MFR 080600 EST NOV 75. 




DDO UPDATE 


AS 0? 032200 EST NOV 75 


NORTH DAKOTA 

(U) At 032115 EST a penetration of the flight line at Grand Forks AF 
by unknown persons was reported by AFOC. At least two KC-135 aircra 
were hit by small arms fire. Security forces with dogs are tracking 
the unknown attackers. (SOURCE: AFOC) 
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AS OF 051400 Z5T NOV 


UFO SIGHTING 


(U) Unknown sightings vicinity Malmstron AFB, MT (See MFR) . 

A follow-up with NORAD at 090430 £ST provided no additional 
information. (LTO Smith indicated hie continuing interest in 
phoneson with DDO OT #4 on 8 November 1975) . 
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THAT THEY WAD SEEN STRANGE OBJECTS IN' THF SKY. SOMF RFPOPTFn 
A KIND OF RIFn-UKF ORjrCT vkilf otwfrs REPORTED- A HELICOPTER 
L'.TTH A l TGHT OK- THFRF UFRF NO HELICOPTERS AIRBORNE AT THAT * 
n«F- 1 

AFTFR. Hr TflLn THF C IT 17FN TT -WAS ONLY 
STARS.ANO HAH TALKFn TO MEHR ARAJT TOWER HF TFCTOFn TO LOOK FOR 
HTMSFLF. HF NOTICED AN OBJFCT IN THF SKY SIMILAR TO A STAR 
BIGGFR A Kn BRIGHTER. HF DEC-TDED TO S CP AM RL F AN F-4 FROM 
SHA.HPOKHT AFR TO TNVFSTTGATF. 

: R* AT-m?n HRS ON THF 19 TH THF F —4 TOOK OFF AND PROCEEDED 

to a pniNtr about *n km north of tehpan* due to itsbrilliance 

t.HFVORJFCT UAS FASTLY VISIBLE FROH 70 MILES A’- AY - 

AS THF F-tj APPROACHED A RANGF OF. 25 KK HF LOST. ALL T NSTRUHFNTA TTD K 
AND COMMUNICATIONS IUWF ANT) INTERCOM). HF RRQKF OFF'THF 
7 1 NT FPFFPT ANf) HF AO FT) RACK TO SHAHRnKHI. UHFK THE F-4 TURNED 
jAUAY FROM THF OR JF CT AND A °P ARF NTLY WAS NO LONGER A THRFAT 
i T0 IT THF AIRCRAFT REGAINED ALL INSTRUMENTATION AND COM- 
HUNTCATrONS; AT.,ni*n HRS A SECOND F-a WAS LAUNCHED- -the 
BACKSFATFR AC OUT RED A RADAR LOCK ON AT 2 7 NH. 12 0 *CL 0 CK 
H^M POSITION WITH THF VC TP ATF OF CLOSURF > AT 150 NKPH. . 
jA HF RANGF DFCRF AS FD TO 75 NM THF OBJECT MOVED AWAY AT. A 
SK rty THAT WAS VISIBLE- ON THE RADAR SCOPE AND STAYED At 25NH„ 

■G. ThT SI7F OF THF RADAR RETURN WAS COMPARABLE TO *THAT OF 
A 707 TANK FR - THF "VISUAL ST7F OF TWF OBJFC T WAS DIFFICULT 
TO -DISCERN RFCAtTSF OF ITS INTENSE *BPILLIANCF. THE 
LIGHT THAT IT GAVE OFF WAS THAT OF FLASHING* STROBE LIGHTS 
ARRANGED IN A RFCTANGULAR PATTFRN ANO ALTERNATING BLUE * 'GRFEN. 

RFD AND ORANGE TN CnLOR- THE SFOUFNCE OE-TWF LIGHTS -WAS SO 
FAST THAT ALL THF COLORS COULD BE SFFN AT ON CF - THF OBJFCT 
AND THE PURSUING E-4 CONTINUED ON A COURSE TO THE SOUTH OF 
TFH RAN UHFK .ANOTHER BRIGHTLY LIGHTED OBJFCT- FSTIHATED TO BE 
ONF HALF TD ONE THIRD THF APPARENT SI7E OF THE MOON* CAME 
OUT OF THF ORIGINAL OBJFCT- THIS- SECOND OBJFCT HEADED STRAIGHT 
TOUAPn THF F-4 AT A VERY FAST RATE OF SPEED. THE PTLOT 
ATTEMPTED TO FIRE AN AIM-9 MISSILE A T :TH F OBJECT BUT' AT - THAT. 
INSTANT HIS WEAPONS CO NT RO L - PAN EL WENT OFF AND HE LOST ALL 
COMMUNICATIONS CUHF-AND TNTE RPH ONE)- • A T THTS PO INT THE' PILO T 
I-NTTIATFD A TURN AND NFGATIVF G -DIVE TO GET AWAY. AS HF 
TURNED THF 0BJFA7 FELL IN TRAIL /AT WHA T ■ APPE ARED TO BE ABOUT 
NH- AS HE -CONTINUED IN. HIS TURN AWAY- FROM THE PRIHARY 
joBJECT THF SECOND OBJECT UFNT-TO THF INSIDE OF HIS-TURN THEN 
RETURNED TO THF PRIMARY ORJFCT FOR A PERFECT REJOIN. 

SHORTLY AFTER THE SECOND OBJECT JOINED UP WITH THF * 

R* ARY OBJFXT ANOTHER OBJFCT APPEARFD TO TOME OUT OF THF 
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f)THfR STQF Of THF PP7MAPT OBJECT GOING STRAIGHT OOVN.AT A 
GREAT RATE *OF SPEFn. THF F-* CREW HAO RF6A 7NFD COMMUNICATIONS 
iSiH THF UFA°ONS CONTROL PA NFL A NO WATCHED TMf OBJECT APPROACH 
THF GROimn ANTICIPATING a iargf EXPLOSION. this orjfct appeared 
7 0 COMF TO REST GENTLY ON THF EARTH AMO CAST A VERY RRIGHT 
LIGHT OVER AN AREA OF ABOUT ?-3 KILOMETERS* 

THF CRFU DFSCFNnCD FROM THFT R ALT ITU OF OF TO. 15” A«n 

CONTINUED TO ORSFPVF AND HARK -THF ORJECT’S POSITION. THFT 
HAD SOME -DIFFICULTY IN ADJUSTING THFIR NIGHT -VISIBILITY ’FOR 
LANDING SO AFTFP ORBITING MFWRABAn A FEU TIMES THEY -WENT OUT 
FOR A STRAIGHT IN LANDING. THFRF WAS A LOT OF IN7FRFFRFKCF 
(YN vTHF UHF AND EACH TIMF THFY PASSED THROUGH A HAG* SPARING 
OF ISO nFGRFF FPOK FHRARAO THFY LOST THF TP COMMUNICATIONS *IUHF 
ANHi . lNTFRPHONf> ANn THF INS FLU CTUATFD FROM 30 DEGREES — 50 OFGREES* 
'THF- ONF CTVTL AIRLTNFR THAT UAS -APPROACHING HFHRARAO DURING‘THIS 
SAHF TIME FYPFPtFNCFO COMMUNICATIONS FAILUPF IN :THF SAME 
. VICINITY <KTLO 7ULU1 HUT 010 NOT RF p ORT SF FTNR ANYTHING* 

| VHTtfe THF F T fe'uAS ON A LONG /TN AL APPROACH T HE- CRFU NOTTCFD 
I ANOTHER CYLtNQFR SHAPFD OBJECT (ABOUT THF SITE OF A T-RIPtl 
j A7 0MJ WITH BRIGHT STFADY LIGHTS ON EACH FNO AND* A FLASHER : 

’.hf MTnnr.F. uHFw oufrifo THF -TOWER statfo thfrf was NO V * 

jifYiWFR KNftVN TRAFFIC IN THF ARFA.. OURING THF TIME THAT THF 
ORJFCT PASSED OVER THF F-* THF. TOWFR "DID NOT HAVE A VISUAL* * ' 

ON TT RUt PTCKF0 IT UP AFTER THF PILOT TOLD THEM TO LOOK 
RTTCFFN THF MOUNTAINS ANO THF PFFTNFPY* 

T- ntJRTNG -DAYLIGHT THF F-* CRFU UAS TAKEN OUT TO THE 
AREA TN A WFUICnPTFP VHERF THE OBJECT APPAPFNTLY. HAD. LAMDFD* 

NOTHING -WAS N OTI CFO *• AT • TrHF SPOT .UHFRF .THEY T HOUGHT THE OBJECT 
LANDED (ft DRY LAKE RED) RUT AS THEY CIRCLE D OFF TO- THE 
REST OF THF ARFA THFY PICKED UP A VFRY NOT TC FABLE BEEPER 
SIGNAL. A’T* *THE POINT U HF RE THF. RETURN‘UAS THE LOUDEST*UAS 
A-SHALL HOUSE WITH A GARDEN. THEY LANDED AND ASKED THE PEOPLE 
W-XTHTW if THFY HAO NOTICED ANYTHING STRANGE LAST NIGHT*.THE 7 
PjFOPLF TAI2KFD ABOUT A LOUD NOISE AND A VERY BRIGHT LIGHT 
LIKE LIGHTENING. THE' AIRCRAFT -AND AREA UHFRF. THE ORJFCT IS- 
BFLUFVFD VO -HA£E LANDED ARF BEING CHFCKFD for :POSSIRLE RADIATION* ■■ 
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UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 


The information contained here has been compiled to respond 
to queries on Unidentified Flying Objects directed to the White 
House as well as NASA. 


NASA is the focal point for answering public inquiries to 
the White House relating to UFOs. NASA is not engaged in a re¬ 
search program involving these phenomena, nor is any other govern¬ 
ment agency. 


BACKGROUND 

In July of 1977, Dr. Frank Press, Director of Science and 
Technology Policy, Executive Office of the President, wrote to 
Dr. Robert A. Frosch, the NASA Administrator, suggesting NASA 
should answer all UFO-related mail and also to consider whether 
NASA should conduct an active research program on UFOs. In a 
letter dated December 21, 1977, Dr. Frosch agreed that NASA will 
continue to respond to UFO-related mail as it has in the past 
and, if a new element of hard evidence that UFOs exist is brought 
to NASA's attention from a credible source, NASA will analyze the 
unexplained organic or inorganic sample and report its findings. 
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Quoting from Dr. Frosch's December 21 letter: "...If some 
new element of hard evidence is brought to our attention in the 
future, it would be entirely appropriate for a NASA laboratory to 
analyze and report upon an otherwise unexplained organic or 
inorganic sample; we stand ready to respond to any bona fide 
physical evidence from credible sources. We intend to leave the 
door clearly open for such a possibility. 

"We have given considerable thought to the question of what 
else the’-United States might and should do in the area of UFO 
research. There is an absence of tangible or physical evidence 
available for thorough laboratory analysis. And, because of 
the absence of such evidence, we have not been able to devise a 
sound scientific procedure for investigating these phenomena. 

To proceed on a research task without a sound disciplinary 
framework and an exploratory technique in mind would be wasteful 
and probably unproductive. 

"I do not feel that we could mount a research effort with¬ 
out a better starting point than we have been able to identify 
thus far. I would therefore propose that NASA take no steps to 
establish research in this area or to convene a symposium on 
this subject. 
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"I wish in no way to indicate that NASA has come to any 
conclusion about these phenomena as such; institutionally, we 
retain an open mind, a keen sense of scientific curiosity and a 
willingness to analyze technical problems within our competence." 


Reports of unidentified objects entering United States air 
space are of interest to the military as a regular part of 
defense surveillance. Beyond that, the U.S. Air Force no longer 
investigates reports of UFO sightings. 

This was not always the case. On December 17, 1969, the 
Secretary of the Air Force announced the termination of Project 
Blue Book, the Air Force program for UFO investigation started 
in 1947. 

The decision to discontinue UFO investigations, the USAF 
said, was based on: {1) an evaluation of a report (often called 
the Condon Report) prepared by the University of Colorado and 
entitled "Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects;" (2) 
a review of the University of Colorado report by the National 
Academy of Sciences; (3) past UFO studies; and (4) Air Force 
experience investigating UFO reports for two decades. 
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As a result of these investigations and studies, and ex¬ 
perience gained from investigating UFO reports since 1948, the 
conclusions of the Air Force were: (1) no UFO reported, investi¬ 
gated, and evaluated by the Air Force has ever given any 
indication of threat to our national security; (2) there has 
been no evidence submitted to or discovered by the Air Force 
that sightings categorized as "unidentified" represent 
technological developments or principles beyond the range of 
present day scientific knowledge; and (3) there has been no 
evidence indicating that sightings categorized as "unidentified" 
are extraterrestrial vehicles. 

With the termination of Project Blue Book, the Air Force 
regulation establishing and controlling the program for investi¬ 
gating and analyzing UFOs was rescinded. All documentation 
regarding the former Blue Book investigation has been permanently 
transferred to the Modern Military Branch, National Archives 
and Records Service, 8th Street and Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., 
Washington, DC 20408, and is available for public review and 
’analysis. Those wishing to review this material may obtain a 
researcher's permit from the National Archives and Record 


Service. 




Also available: 


Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects. Condon 
Report study conducted by the University of Colorado under con¬ 
tract F44620-76-C-0035. Three volumes, l,465p. 68 plates. Photo 
duplicated hard copies of the official report may be ordered for 
$6 per volume, $18 the set of three, as AD 680:975, AD 680:976, 
and AD 680:977, from the National Technical Information Service, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, Springfield, VA 22151. 

Review of University of Colorado Report on Unidentified 
Flving Objects. Review of report by a panel of the National 
Academy of Sciences. National Academy of Sciences, 1969, 6p. 
Photoduplicated hard copies may be ordered for $3 as AD 688:541 
from the National Technical Information Service, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Springfield, VA 22151. 


NASA is aware of the many UFO reports made in recent years. 
-However, the majority of inquiries to NASA concerning UFO sight¬ 
ings address themselves to the reported sightings by astronauts 
during Earth orbital and lunar missions and the report by 
President Carter while serving as Governor of Georgia. 
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During several space missions NASA astronauts reported 
phenomena not immediately explainable. ’ However, in every 
instance NASA satisfied itself that what had been observed was 
nothing which could be termed abnormal in the space environment. 
The air-to-ground tapes of all manned missions are available 
at the Johnson Space Center, Houston, for review by the serious 
researcher. 

On October 12, 1973, while serving as Governor of Georgia, 
Mr. Carter responded to inquiries from the National Investiga¬ 
tions Committee on Aerial Phenomena (NICAP) saying that he had 
seen a bright, moving object in the sky over Leary, Georgia, in 
October of 1969. He said the object was visible for 10 to 12 
.inutes and, at one point, shone as brightly as the Moon. The 

0 

regional NICAP representative investigated the sighting and 
reported there was no evidence to support anything beyond placing 
what Mr. Carter saw in NICAP's "unidentified" category. However, 
it has been suggested by some students of aerial phenomena that 
Mr. Carter may have viewed the Planet Venus which, at certain 
times, may appear many times brighter than a star of the first- 
magnitude . 

Since NASA is not engaged in day-to-day UFO research, it 
does not review UFO-related articles intended for publication, 
evaluate UFO-type spacecraft drawings or accept accounts of 
UFO sightings or applications for employment in the field of 
irial phenomena investigation. All such material will be 
returned with NASA's thanks to the sender. 
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A number of universities and scientific organizations have 
considered UFO phenomena during periodic meetings and seminars. 
In addition, a number of private domestic and foreign groups 
continue to review UFO sighting reports actively. Some of these 
organizations are: 


(1) National Investigations Committee on 

Aerial Phenomena 
John L. Acuff, Director 
Suite 23 

3535 University Boulevard, West 
Kensington, MD 20795 
(301) 949-1267 

(2) The Committee for the Scientific Investigation 

of Claims of the Paranormal 
UFO Subcommittee 
P.obert Sheaffer, Chairman 
9805 McMillan Avenue 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
(301) 589-8371 

(3) Aerial Phenomena Research Organization 
James and Coral Lorenzen, Directors 
3910 E. Kleindale Road 

Tucson, AZ 85712 
(602) 793-1825 

(4) Mutual UFO Network 

Walter H. Andrus, Jr., Director 
103 Old Towne Road 
Seguin, TX 78155 
(512) 379-9216 

(5) The Center for UFO Studies 
Dr. J. Allen Hynek, Director 
924 Chicago Avenue 
Evanston, IL 60202 

(312) 491-1780 


February 1, 1978 
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~ME SCIENCE CONFLICT 

UFO UPDATE 

By James Oberg 


F riction between science and fly¬ 
ing saucers has generated a bliz¬ 
zard of sparks over the years. 

The sides are well defined: Establishment 
scientists traditionally dismiss UFO data 
as fanciful fiction, while UFO enthusiasts 
portray themselves as outcast Galileos, 
prophets of a new scientific revolution. 

Advocates of Unidentified Flying Ob¬ 
jects insist that they are onto some extraor¬ 
dinary phenomenon unaccountable by 
contemporary science. The favorite theory 
involves alien spacecraft, but growing 
splinter groups promote various psychic, 
interdimensional, cross-temporal, con¬ 
spiratorial, or even more bizarre hy¬ 
potheses. Whatever it is. UFO enthusiasts 
assert, the confirmation of extraterrestrial 
: ngs could be a key to the next great 
akthrough in human knowledge. 

Few could argue such a premise. 

Early in 1977, the wire services reported 
that astronomers now favor scientific stud¬ 
ies of UFOs. According to The New York 
Times . ‘unidentified flying objects should 
be investigated further, a majority of 
trained astronomical observers said in a 
survey disclosed recently.’ 

Closer analysis showed that the private 
pro-UFO survey actually meant that only 
one-quarter of those polled responded 
that UFOs ‘certainly" or ‘probably" de¬ 
served s>. l udy, with a few more agreeing 


that they ’possibly* deserved study. More 
to the point, only one-quarter of 1 percent 
of the astronomers thought that UFOs 
were important enough to warrant their 
personal attention. 

But the poll did nevertheless seem to 
bestow some measure of scientific re¬ 
spectability to this topic, previously ranked 
among the lunatic fringe. The poll was 
symptomatic of the changing image of 
UFOs, and the new status of UFO re¬ 
searchers. 

After three decades of exuberant if ama¬ 
teurish fieldwork, furious propagandizing, 
and aimless theorizing, a number of UFO 
groups have finally begun to play the 
game using rules of science. Accepting 
the burden of proof, they have mounted an 
impressive scientific program designed to 
demonstrate, finally, that UFOs exist. 

On a dark hillside in Texas, white- 
uniformed men monitor a battery of instru¬ 
ments, hoping to catch and record the 
subtle physical effects alleged to accom¬ 
pany UFO visitations. In photographic 
laboratories across the country, data pro¬ 
cessing specialists analyze computerized 
images of alleged UFO photographs, 
seeking evidence of forgery and potential 
proof of authenticity. A computerized data 
base in Chicago prints out pattern analy¬ 
ses of UFO sightings, seeking a signal 
behind the noise of thousands of annual 


reports. Pieces of metal picked up near 
alleged landing.sites undergo spectro¬ 
scopic examination in well-equipped 
laboratories. 

These are the techniques of science, 
applied to a subject long regarded as be¬ 
yond the fringes of science. But these are 
the techniques that will produce proof, if 
proof is possible. 

Standards ^re.now tighter and the 
experience of UFO investigators greater, 
so that many “unknowns" have dimin¬ 
ished. More and more cases have been 
solved, but always a fraction remain un¬ 
solved, unexplained, unidentified. This 
residue of unknowns is the basis for UFO 
enthusiasts' hope. Skeptics disagree, 
saying that inherent limitations in human 
perception, memory, and knowledge will 
always introduce a small artificial residue 
of unknowns. 

So what kind of data will stand up to sci¬ 
entific standards, not as a leftover residue 
of mysteries but as a definitive list of re¬ 
corded events? 

Laying aside the possibilities that alien 
ambassadors will land at the White House 
or that the fabled “secret captured flying 
saucer* will ever be rescued from alleged 
governmental oblivion, hard evidence for 
the reality and respectability of UFOs must 
come from laboratories now engaged in 
scientific research. 

The "Project Starlight International’ 
team, privately but generously funded by 
some Texas millionaires, has assembled 
an array of instruments that could produce 
incontrovertible evidence. They have cam¬ 
eras, radar, spectrometers, magnetome¬ 
ters, radiation sensors, gravitometers, and 
a small laser beam to communicate with 
extraterrestrials should they happen by. 

The Starlight UFO trap has now been in 
full operation for nearly three years. New 
equipment continues to be added, includ¬ 
ing a radar set and computerized alert 
system that automatically telephones vol¬ 
unteer skywatchers in the vicinity of a 
computed UFO position. The system 
works well in drills—but nothing substan¬ 
tive has resulted. 

The most exciting recent events have 
dealt with a fierce wood tick infestation on 



Spectacular glowing UFO was photographed from a Concorde during 1973 solar eclipse. 
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the hillside where the Starlight equipment 
is'mounied. White-clad UFO watchers 
oend to their technical tasks amid the 
fumes of sulfur bombs. They watch a sky 
* 1 airplanes, meteors, satellites, kites, 

ns, birds, ball lightning, migrating 
olown spiders, and maybe, just 
maybe, something eise. But. as Starlight 
project director Ray Stanford told col¬ 
leagues at a 1976 UFO conference, "If we 
search for ten years with what we’ve got 
and we don't find anything, then we're go¬ 
ing to have to admit that nothing is there." 

One of the most visible aspects of the 
phenomenon is a growing collection of 
UFO photographs. While the vast majority 
of UFO sighting reports are made by hon¬ 
est. perplexed, often reluctant witnesses, 
most photographs are hoaxes. To sepa¬ 
rate out the possibly authentic photos, if 
any at all. experts use photoanalysis 
For example. Dr. Bruce Maccabee, a re¬ 
searcher for the National Investigations 
Committee on Aerial Phenomena (NICAP), 
has made densitometric scans of a fa¬ 
mous 1950 photo from McMinnville, Ore¬ 
gon. The scans support the skeptical 
"Condon Committee" conclusion that the 
photo could in fact be of a large structured 
disk 50 feet or more in diameter. But an¬ 
other expert, computer specialist Robert 
Sheaffer, concluded that the photo was 
made with a smudged lens and that the 
obiect appears to be hanging from an 
ead power line. Condon Committee 
igators later changed their minds 
a>.u agreed with Sheaffer. 

Specialists at the “Ground Saucer 
Watch" (GSW) office in Phoenix also apply 
advanced data processing techniques to 
photographs. Their work has raised howls . 
of protest from traditional UFO groups be¬ 
cause many of the more famous photos 
have been denounced by GSW as frauds. 
However, GSW has compiled a small list of 
photos that they suggest could be genu¬ 


ine. Again, other researchers disagree, 
and scientific debate is raging on the va¬ 
lidity of such processing techniques. 

Computer scientists have a favorite 
proverb: "Garbage in, garbage out." It 
means that bad input data can be manipu¬ 
lated to produce nearly any output de¬ 
sired, but it will be useless. That, so far, 
seems to be the fate of UFO computerized 
data banks, since data processing spe¬ 
cialists have criticized them for not having 
sufficient control over the validity of input 
data. UFO proponents, appealing to math¬ 
ematical formulas from information theory, 
claim that a proper computer program can 
filter out the garbage and sift through to 
the authentic residue. 

Nor have laboratories produced any 
specimen that could not have been ob¬ 
tained from ordinary sources on earth. Ex¬ 
otic space metals or artifacts continue to 
oe reported, but none have passed the in¬ 
vestigation of professional laboratories. 

Yet these debates have changed mark¬ 
edly from the days when UFOs were the 
topic for screwball religious cults, nasty in¬ 
sinuations about witnesses' sanity and/or 
sobriety, and knee-jerk gullibility. Today’s 
arguments must stand up to the time- 
tested standards of scientific research. 
Perhaps they will reveal something, per¬ 
haps not. But it's the only way to find out 
for sure. 


In light of the need lor better scientific 
research about UFOs, it is particularly 
frustrating to read published reports that 
"NASA has rejected a White House re¬ 
quest to reopen the government- 
sponsored research program." But the 
real story is not so open-and-shut as these 
pessimistic accounts would indicate. 

Actually, the story began when Presi¬ 
dent Carter promised to release all UFO 
data, if elected. Once elected, he discov¬ 


ered that the Air Force's “Blue Book* files 
were already being declassified, and ev¬ 
erybody denied having any other files. 
Carter's science adviser. Dr. Frank Press, 
was assigned the task of answering UFO- 
related mail from the public. A flood of mail 
arrived, demanding that the ‘real secret 
files" be released. 

Overwhelmed with queries. Press asked 
NASA director Dr. Robert Frosch if NASA 
might handle the mail, in the letter, one 
paragraph innocently asked if NASA 
would consider convening a panel to de¬ 
cide if a new official investigation was war¬ 
ranted. 

Following several months of consider¬ 
ation, NASA said that it could see no rea¬ 
son to undertaken new investigation. 
However, Frosch offered to make NASA 
laboratories available to analyze any 
UFO "physical evidence" that might be 
submitted. 

Six months later, nothing has been offi¬ 
cially submitted. 


If UFOs are alien spacecraft (and while 
this is the leading theory, many other 
schools of thought have come and gone), 
it's likely that earth’s spaceships may have 
been able to encounter them in outer 
space. Stories have sprung up about how 
“our astronauts have seen them too!" 

In fact, each story can be traced back to 
authors’ misunderstandings, distortions, 
exaggerations, or just plain fabrications. 
There does not appear to be a single case 
on record of American or Soviet spacemen 
encountering anything extraordinary 
in terms of normal space occurrences. 

The most famous case, however, con¬ 
tinues to thrive. It deals with a UFO seen 
by astronaut James McDivitt on the 
Gemini-4 mission in June 1965. McDivitt 
insists that the beer-can shaped object 
was just another man-made satellite, but 
some observers have suggested that it 
was a glimpse of his own booster rocket in 
a nearby orbit. 

A “tadpole’ photograph was released 
by NASA soon after the flight, taken from a 
series of movie frames. McDivitt claims he 
shot a few exposures with two still cam¬ 
eras. but they did not turn out. He didn’t 
touch the movie camera, and the blob of 
light released by an overeager photo tech¬ 
nician shows only a window reflection, he 
insists. 

APRO’s Dr. Harder, however, insists that 
the "tadpole" really was the UFO, despite 
what McDivitt thinks, and that it was being 
propelled by a plaSma jet. Dr. Harder 
chooses to disregard the astronaut's testi¬ 
mony and build his case on a few frames 
of reflections. UFO believers can only 
hope that most UFO evidence is not so in¬ 
substantial. 

Positive proof of a genuine UFO encounter 



UFO experts give 'the benefit ol the doubt" to this Yungay, Peru photo and believe it genuine. 
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couic oe extremely valuable for the entire 
human race. It could be financially reward¬ 
ing tor the owners of that proof. And it 
could spell financial ruin for one prominent 
UFO skeptic—unless, of course, he was 
*’ e delivering the proof. 

National Enquirer, a weekly tabloid 
r,. .paper with a circulation in the mil¬ 
lions, has a standing offer of $1 million for 
‘positive proof." The London-based whis* 
key bonier Cutty Sark. Ud.. recently un¬ 
veiled an even bigger prize of one million 
pounds Sterling, or about $1,800,000 at 
the present exchange rate. 

Lesser awards also are available in the 
absence of positive proof. The Enquirer 
annually grants up to $10,000 to witnesses 
of a UFO incident judged ‘most scientifi¬ 
cally valuable" by an independent panel of 
UFO specialists (the “Blue-Ribbon Panel," 
see box). And Cutty Sark has announced 
plans to award £1000 to the best-written 
essay on the UFO problem. 

Moreover, a number of London betting 
houses have accepted various wagers on 
the imminent visitations of extraterrestrials. 
But the world's most famous “anti-UFO 
bet" has been set forth in the book UFOs 
Explained. 

Author Philip J. Kfass, a senior editor of 
Aviation Week magazine and the nation’s 
leading UFO skeptic, claims he has chal¬ 
lenged UFO believers ‘to put their money 
where their mouths are." Klass has offered 
to ^ay $10,000 to anyone who agrees to 
\ if and when certain criteria are met 
shing that a true UFO visitation has 


occurred. Every year until that happens, 
the wagerer must pay Klass tre sum of 
SI 00 (up to a maximum of Si 000. after 
which payments cease but the bet re¬ 
mains in force). 

Less than a dozen UFO enthusiasts 
have signed up to date, usually on inside 
information that "this year the government 
is going to announce UFO contacts...." 
Such predictions have appeared in print 
nearly every year for a quarter of a century, 
but people still seem to believe them. 

Klass has become a little richer because 
of them. 

Only one UFO buff has maintained his 
bet in force, apparently more for publicity 
than persuasion. Stanton Friedman makes 
a living off his lecture tours proclaiming the 
reality of UFOs, and he responded to 
Klass’s needling by formally agreeing to 
the bet a few years ago. 

Additionally, Klass has offered to buy 
back all copies of his book UFOs Ex¬ 
plained if events prove his assertions in¬ 
correct. But pro-UFO scientist Robert Mc- 
Campbell has done Klass one better. He 
has offered to buy back copies of his book 
UFOiogy from anyone not satisfied with it, 
proof or no proof. 

Actually, Philip J, Klass already had 
been setting off multimegaton detonations 
among the ranks of UFO believers. Miffed 
when UFO experts in 1968 ridiculed a seri¬ 
ous (and still tenable) suggestion that 
many UFOs were actually ball lightning, 
the by nature combative aviation reporter 


threw himself into serious investigations of 
what were regarded as the ‘best’ classic 
UFO cases. He often dug up startling (and 
embarrassing) new evidence but has be¬ 
come a pariah in UFO circles (Hynek 
refuses to appear together with him, and 
Hynek's "UFO bibliography" handout 
pointedly ignores Klass s two books). 

With the death of astronomer Donald 
Menzel in 1976. Klass has emerged as the 
nation's leading UFO skeptic. He spurns 
the word "debunker." with its connotations 
of knee-jerk dismissals and unorthodox 
points of view. Instead, Klass attempts to 
investigate UFO cases more deeply than 
might other researchers who have sub¬ 
conscious desiref.to actually find proof of 
extraterrestrial visitors. Concentrating only 
on the generally acclaimed "best cases." 
Klass often has exposed the superficiality 
of work done by pro-UFO experts. 

In 1977, he joined with other scientists 
and educators in forming the "Committee 
for the Scientific Investigation of Claims of 
the Paranormal," a group that has de¬ 
nounced easy acceptance by the public 
of allegedly baseless beliefs in astrology, 
the Bermuda Triangle, ESP. "ancient astro¬ 
nauts," and otherso-called modern myths. 
Klass heads a small but potent band of 
skeptical investigators called the UFO 
Subcommittee. At the very least, this 
group demands the tightening of stan¬ 
dards in so-called scientific UFOiogy. The 
level of carelessness of many pro-UFO ex¬ 
perts has markedly declined, so progress 
is being made. DO 


THESE PEOPLE ARE WATCHING AND WAITING 


Center for UFO Studies (CUFOS), 1909 Sherman Suite 207, 
Evanston. IL 60201. Self-styled pinnacle of UFO activities, this 
small group generally depends on other groups tor data. Dr. 
Allen Hynek does the public appearances and fund raising, 
while researcher Allan Hendry carries out actual coordination 
and in-depth investigation. Two publications: CUFOS 
Quarterly Bulletin , SI 5/yr.; and International UFO Reporter, 

S12/yr. 

Aerial Phenomenon Research Organization (APRO), 3910 E. 
Kleindale. Tucson, AZ 85712. Among the longest surviving 
UFO groups (represented in 50 countries), APRO is held to¬ 
gether by the dedication of its cofounders Jim and Coral 
Lorenzen. who have recently led the group to specialize 
^critics say monopolize) in "UFO abduction cases." APRO 
Bulletin, SlO/yr. for 12 issues. 

National Investigations Committee on Aerial Phenomena (Nl- 
CAP). Suite 2J3L 3535 University Blvd.. Kensington MD 20795. 
Another old group, unfortunately in a downhill slide following a 
decade of organizational in-fighting. NICAP Bulletin, $l0/yr. 
Mutual UFO Network (MUFON). 103 Oldtowne Road. Seguin, 
TX 78155. A vigorous, expanding group acting in concert with 
CUFOS. MUFON UFO Journal, $8/yr. 

Ground Saucer Watch (GSW), 13238 North 7th Drive, Phoenix, 
A2 85029. Highly professional organization (membership by 
‘ation only), which applies vigorous scientific standards to 
1 investigations. Quarterly journal free with membership. 

. oject Starlight International (PSI), PO Box 5310, Austin TX 
78763. Somewhat mysterious organization with the best array 


of gadgets yet assembled to measure UFOs—if only they 
could find one. Irregular bulletin sent in exchange for cash 
donations. 

Committee Against UFO Secrecy (CAUS), 191 E. 161st St., 
Bronx NY 10451. New offshoot of GSW, this small group is us¬ 
ing Freedom of Information suits to extract allegedly secret 
hypothetical government "UFO files." Newsletter $10/yr. 

20th Century UFO Bureau, 756 Haddon Avenue. Col- 
lingswood, NJ 08108. This group, associated with Dr. Carl 
McIntyre's ‘20th Century Reformation Hour," believes that 
some UFOs are angels and signs of the imminent Second 
Coming. However, other UFOs are sent by Satan to confuse 
people lest they recognize the angels. 

UFO Subcommittee of the "Committee for the Scientific Inves¬ 
tigation of Claims of the Paranormal," 923 Kensington Avenue, 
Buffalo. NY 14215. The first formal organization of UFO skep¬ 
tics. who tackle the "best UFO cases" on record, often with 
spectacular success, much to the dismay of most UFO buffs. 
Reports of activities are included in the Committee publication 
The Skeptical Inquirer (formerly Zetetic), S12/yr. 

The NationaJ Enquirer s Blue Ribbon Panel of UFO experts 
(who review “best cases" for cash rewards). Two regular 
members (James Harder and Leo Sprinkle) are joined by a 
changing cadre of obscure “UFO experts." including this 
year's Witlard Armstrong and John L. Warren. More respected 
UFOIogists have declined offers of membership. Send contest 
entries to UFO REWARD, National Enquirer, Lantana FL, 
33464. All entries will be evaluated. 
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KAK/C C 


1. Early. in the morning of 21 Dec lit) (approxiuululy 030QL), two UUAF 

security police patrolmen saw unusual lights outside the back gate at ^ 

RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might hove crashed, or been forced- •* 
down, they called for pLM*mission to go outside the gate to Investigate,- 
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patrcheer. ts pro¬ 
ceed un toot. Tlur individuals reported seeing a strange glowing object 

in the forest. The object was described as- being metallic in appearance 
and triangular in shape,, approximately two to three meters across, the' 
base an^. approximately two roeters high. It {1 luminated- the entire forest 
with: a white light. The object itself had a pulsing red- light on* top and. 
a bank-(s) of- blue lights underneath. The object was. hoveringvor* on leys. 
As the patrolmen approached the object, it maneuvered through the trees 
and disappeared. At this time tf[£. animal5 on a nearby farm went into, a 
frenzy.. The object was briefly sighted approximately an- hour later near 
the back* gate. ^- : * 

2. The next day, three depressions 1 )/'/.** deep and 7’* in diameter were- 
found where the uuject had been sighted on the ground. The following 
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. Beta/gamma readings 
of 0.1 mi 11iroentgens were recorded with peak n dings in the three de¬ 
pressions and near the center of the triangle tunned by the depression. 

A nearby tree had Moderate (.06-.07) readings on the side of the tree 
toward the depressions. 


3. Later in the night a red sun-like light was ^e*efi th* uugh the trees. 

It moved about and pulsed- At one point it appe.wed to throw off alowiny 
particles and then broke :intu five separate white objects and then dis¬ 
appeared. Insured i ate I y thereafter, three star-like -.facets were noticed 
in the sky, two objects to the north and one ft. v* south, all of whiclt 
were about 10 n uif the i^ri/un. The objects <.nidly in ^l*arp anyuloi 

movements and displayed red, green and blue lights *he objects to the 
north appeared to be elliptical through an 8-12 power '-.-"S. They* then 
turned to full circles. The objects to the north iwwned .in the sky fur 
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or three- 
hours and beamed down a. stream of light from time to time. Numerous indivi* 
duals, including the undersigned, witnessed the activities in- paragraphs 
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Information Sheet 
Philadelphia Experiment; UFO's 


Over the years the Navy has received innumerable queries about the 
socalled "Philadelphia Experiment" or "Project" and the alleged role 
of the Office of Naval Research (ONR) in it. The majority of these 
inquiries are directed to the Office -of Naval Research or to the Fourth 
Naval District in Philadelphia. The frequency of these queries predict¬ 
ably intensifies each time the experiment is mentioned by the popular 
press, often in a science fiction book. 

Tne genesis of the Philadelphia Experiment myth dates back to 1955 with 
the publication of The Case for UFO's by the late Morris K. Jessup. 

Some time after the publication of the book, Jessup received correspond¬ 
ence from a Carlos Miguel Allende, who gave his address as R.D. #1, Box 
223, New Kensington, PA. In his correspondence Allende commented on 
Jessup's book and gave details of an alleged secret naval experiment 
conducted by the Navy in Philadelphia in 1943. During the experiment, 
according to Allende, a ship was rendered invisible and teleported to 
and from Norfolk in a few minutes, with some terrible aftereffects for 
crew members. Supposedly, this incredible feat was accomplished by 
applying Einstein's "unified field" theory. Allende claimed that he had 
witnessed the experiment from another ship and that the incident was 
reported in a Philadelphia newspaper. The identity of the newspaper has 
never been established. Similarly, the identity of Allende is unknown, 
and no information exists on his present address. 

In 1956 a copy of Jessup's book was mailed anonymously to ONR. The pages 
of the book were interspersed with hand written comments which alleged 
a knowledge of UFO's, their means of motion, the culture and ethos of 
the beings occupying these UFO's, described in pseudo-scientific and 
incoherent.terms. 

Two officers, then assigned to ONR, took a personal interest in the 
book and showed it to Jessup. Jessup concluded that the writer of 
the comments on his book was the same person who had written him about 
the Philadelphia Experiment. These two officers personally had the book 
x retyped and arranged for the reprint, in typewritten form, of 25 copies, 

x. The officers and their personal belongings have left CNR many years ago, 
and ONR does not have a file copy of the annotated book. 



REVIEW 


OF THE 

UNIVERSITY OF COLORADO REPORT ON UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 

BY A 

PANEL OF THE NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES 


Copyright, National Academy of Sciences, 1969. This book, or any parts 
thereof, may not be reproduced in any form without written permission 
from the publisher except that reproduction in whole, or in part, is 
permitted for any use of the United States Government. 
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Review 


of the 

University of Colorado Report on Unidentified Flying Objects 

by a 

Panel of the National Academy of Sciences 


The Panel was appointed in the latter part of October and early 
November 1968. The charge to the Panel was "to provide an independent 
assessment of the scope, methodology, and findings of the (University 
of Colorado) study as reflected in the (University's) Report." While 
the Panel largely restricted its review to this charge, it was thought 
both appropriate and necessary that the Panel become familiar with various 
scientific points of view as presented in other publications and reports 
by technically trained persons. 

It was not the task of the Panel to conduct its own study of UFOs 
or to Invite advocates, scientifically trained or not, of various points 
of view to hearings. The task was to study the University's Report 
and to assess: First, its scope; namely, did the Report, in the opinion 
of the Panel, cover those topics that a scientific study of UFO phenomena 
should have embraced? Second, its methodology; namely, did the Report, 
in the opinion of the Panel, reveal an acceptable scientific methodology 
and approach to the subject? Third, its findings; namely, were the 
conclusions and interpretations warranted by the evidence and analyses 
as presented in.the Report and were they reasonable? 

In the oourse of its review the Panel consulted papers on the same 
subject by technically trained persons (for example, William Markowitz, 

"The Physics and Metaphysics of Unidentified Flying Objects," Science, 

157 ( 1967), pp. 127*1-79. James E. McDonald, "Science, Technology, and 
UFOs," presented January 26, 1968, at a General Seminar of the United 
Aircraft Research Laboratories, East Hartford, Connecticut. James E. 
McDonald, "UFOs - An International Scientific Problem," presented March 
12, 1968, at the Canadian Aeronautics and Space Institute Astronautics 
Symposium, Montreal, Canada. James E. McDonald, "Statement on International 
Scientific Aspects of the Problems of Unidentified Flying Objects," 
sent to the United Nations on June 7, 1967. Donald H. Menzel, Flying 
Saucers , Harvard University Press (Cambridge, 1952). Donald H. Menzel 
and Lyle G. Boyd, The World of Flying Saucers , Doubleday (New York, 

1963). Report of Meetings of Scientific Advisory Panel on Unidentified 
Flying Objects , January 14-18, 1953- Special Report of the USAF Scientific 
Advisory Board ad hoc Committee to Review Project "Blue Book ," March, 1966. 
Symposium on Unidentified Flying Objects , Hearings before the Ccmmittee 
on Science and Astronautics, U.S, House of Representatives, Ninetieth 
Congress, Second Session, July 29, 1968). 
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The Panel be^n its review immediately after the Report became 
available on November 15, 1968, by an initial reading of the Report 
by each member of the Panel during a two-week period. The Panel convened 
on December 2 for a discussion of members' initial assessments, for 
consideration of the Panel's charge (scope, methodology, and findings 
in the Report), and for delineatioh of further steps in its review. 

The latter included the study of other documents presenting views and 
findings of technically trained persons (e.g., the documents cited above), 
further examination of the Report's summary and findings, and further 
directed study of specialized chapters of the Report by appropriate 
members of the Panel. Extensive discussion, both by correspondence 
and by telephone, occurred during this period. The Panel met again 
on January 6, 1969, to conclude its deliberations and to prepare its 
findings, which are presented below. 

I. SCOPE 

The study by the University of Colorado commenced in October 1966 
and continued for about two years. Case studies of 59 reports of UFOs 
are presented in detail, with 68 plates; of these, ten reports predated 
the project, but were so well documented that they were included. A 
chapter is devoted to UFOs in history, one to UFO study programs in 
foreign countries, and one to UFOs reported in the 20 years preceding 
the study. Ten chapters are devoted to perceptual problems, processes 
of perception and reporting, psychological aspects of UFO reports, optics, 
radar, sonic boom, atmospheric electricity and plasma interpretations, | 

balloons, instrumentation for UFO searches, and statistical analyses. 

(Twenty-four appendixes add detailed technical background to the study. 

Volume 4 concludes with an index of 27 pages.) 

In our opinion the scope of the study was adequate to its purpose ; 
a scientific study of UFO phenomena . 

II. METHODOLOGY 

As a rule, field trips were made to investigate UFO reports only 
if they were less than a year old. The Report states that nearly all 
UFO sighting are of short duration, seldom last an hour and usually 
for a few minutes. Thus most investi^tions oonsisted of interviews 
with persons who made reports. Three teams, usually consisting of two 
persons each (a physical scientist and a psychologist, were employed 
in field investigations where telephonic communication with UFO-sighting 
individuals gave hope of fining added information. The aim wa3 to 
get a team to the site as quickly as possible after a reported sighting. 

(It was found that nearly all cases oould be classified in such categories 
as pranks, hoaxes, naive interpretations, and various types of misinterpretati 
A few events, which did not fit these categories, are left unexplained.) 

Materials and conditions amenable to laboratory approaches were, 
investigated — e.g., alleged UFO parts by chemical analysis, automobile 
ignition failure by simulation studies, and UFO photography by photogrammetrir 
analyses. (Of 35 photographic cases investigated, nine are said to 
give evidence of probable fabrication, seven are classified as natural 
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or man-made phenomena, twelve provided insufficient data for analysis, 
and seven were considered to be possible fabrications; none proved to 
be "real objects with high strangeness.") 

Technically trained personnel were utilized by the University. 

The University group included a sub-group on field investigations of 
UFO reports; their narration and interpretations of cases are reasonable 
and adequate. Leading groups were engaged under contract for specialized 
work — e.g. } Stanford Research Institute on radar anomalies and a subsidiary 
of the Raytheon Corporation for photogrammetric analyses. Divergent 
views of those few scientists who have looked into UFOs were taken into 
account. The history of the subject was also surveyed, including the 
experiences in some other nations. Finally, extensive use was made 
of many specialists in various public and private laboratories. 

The Report makes clear that with the best means at our disposal, positive 
correlation of all UFO reports with identifiable, known phenomena is 
not possible. No study, past, current or future, can provide the basis 
for stating categorically that a familiar phenomenon will necessarily 
be linkable to every sighting. The Report is free of dogmatism 
on this matter. It is also clear, as one goes through the 
descriptions of UFO sightings, whether in the Report or in other literature, 
that while some incidents have no positive identification with familiar 
phenomena, they also have no positive identification with extraterrestrial 
visitors or artifacts. 

We think the methodology and approach were well chosen, In accordance 
with accepted standards of scientific investigation. 


III. FINDINGS 

The study concludes (a) that about 90 percent of all UFO reports 
prove to be quite plausibly related to ordinary phenomena, (b) that 
little if anything has come from the study of UFOs in the past 21 years 
that has added to scientific knowledge, and (c) that further extensive 
study of' UFO sightings is not justified in the expectation that science 
will be advanced thereby. At the same time it is emphasized in the 
Report that (c) is an opinion based on evidence now available. 

The Report's findings and evaluations — essentially eight in number, 
presented in its first section — are concerned with official secrecy 
on UFOs, UFOs as a possible defense hazard, the future governmental 
handling of UFO-sighting reports, and five of them relate to the question 
of what if any further Investigation of UFOs appear warranted in the 
light of the study. We paraphrase and summarize these findings and 
evaluations below, appending our comments. 

1. On secrecy. Is the subject "shrouded In official secrecy"? 

The study found no basis for this contention. 

We accept this finding of the study . 
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2. On defense, (a) Is there evidence that UFO sightings may represent 
a defense hazard? No such evidence came to light in the study. This, 
however, was not an objective of the study and was properly construed 

as a Department of Defense matter, (b) The Report states: "The history 
of the past 21 years has repeatedly led Air Force officers to the conclusion 
that none of the things seen, or thought to have been seen, which pass 
by the name of UFO reports, constituted any hazard or threat to national 
security." 

We concur with the position described in (a). As to (b), we found 
no evidence in the Report or other literature to contradict the quoted 
statement . 

3. On future UFO sightings. "The question remains as to what, 
if anything, the federal government should do about the UFO reports 
it receives from the general public?" The Report found no basis for 
activity related to such sighting reports "in the expectation that they 
are going to contribute to the advance of science," but the Department of 
Defense should handle these in its normal surveillance operations with¬ 
out need for such special units as Project Blue Book. 

We concur in this recommendation. 


4-8. On further investigation. (4) should the federal government 
"set up a major new agency, as some have suggested for the scientific 
study of UFOs"? The study found no basis for recommendation of this 
kind. (5) Would further extensive study of UFO sightings contribute 
to science? "Our general conclusion is that nothing has come from the 
study of UFOs in the past 21 years that has added to scientific know¬ 
ledge. The Report then notes that specific research topics may warrant 
consideration: (6) "There are important areas of atmospheric optics, 
including radio wave propagation, and of atmospheric electricity in 
which present knowledge is quite incomplete. These topics come to our 
attention in connection with the interpretation of some UFO reports, 
but they are also of fundamental scientific interest, and they are relevant 
to practical problems related to the improvement of safety of military 
and civilian flying. Research efforts are being carried out in these 
areas by the Department of Defense, the Environmental Science Services 
Administration, the National Aeronautics and Space Administration, and 
by universities and nonprofit research organizations such as the National 
Center for Atmospheric Research, whose work is sponsored by the National 
Science Foundation." 

The Report also observes (7) that UFO reports and beliefs are also 
of interest to "the social scientist and the communications specialist." 

In these areas particularly — i.e., (6) and (7) — the study suggests 
(8) that "scientists with adequate training and credentials who do come 
up with a clearly defined, specific proposal" should be supported, implying 
that normal competitive procedures and assessments of proposals should 
be followed here as is customary. 
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We concur with these evaluations and recommendations. 


IV. PANEL CONCLUSION 

The range of topics in the Report is extensive and its various 
chapters, dealing with many aspects of the subject, should prove of 
value to scholars in many fields. Its analyses and findings are pertinent 
and useful in any future assessment of activity in this field. We 
concur in the recommendation suggesting that no high priority in UFO 
investigations is warranted by data of the past two decades. 

We are unanimous in the opinion that this has been a very credi¬ 
table effort to apply objectively the relevant techniques of science 
to the solution of the UFO problem. The Report recognizes that there 
remain UFO sightings that are not easily explained. The Report does 
suggest, however, so many reasonable and possible directions in which 
an explanation may eventually be found, that there seems to be no reason 
to attribute them to an extraterrestrial source without evidence that 
is much more convincing. The Report also shows how difficult it is 
to apply scientific methods to the occasional transient sightings with 
any chance of success. While further study of particular aspects of 
the topic (e.g., atmospheric phenomena) may be useful, a study of UFOs 
in general is not a promising way to expand scientific understanding 
of the phenomena. On the basis of present knowledge the least likely 
explanation of UFOs is the hypothesis of extraterrestrial visitations 
by intelligent beings. 

—Gerald M. Clemence, chairman; H. R. Crane, David M. Dennison, Wallace 
0. Fenn, H. Keffer Hartline, E. R. Hilgard, Mark Kec, Francis W. Reschelderier, 
William W. Rubey, C, D. Shane, Oswald G. Villar, Jr. 

Attachments: 

—List of Panel Members 
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UFO FACT SHEET 


The Air Force investigation of UFO's began in 1948 and was known 
as Project Sign. Later the name was changed to Project Grudge, and 
in 1953, it became Project Blue Book. Between 1948 and 1969 we investi¬ 
gated 12,618 reported sightings. 

The following is a statistical listing of reported UFO sightings 
during the Air Force investigation: 



TOTAL UFO SIGHTINGS, 

191*7 - 1969 

YEAR 

TOTAL SIGHTINGS 

UNIDENTIFIED 

1947 

122 

12 

1948 

156 

7 

1949 

186 

22 

1950 

210 

27 

1951 

169 

22 

1952 

1,501 

303 

1953 

509 

42 

1954 

487 

46 

1955 

545 

24 

1956 

670 

14 

1957 

1,006 

14 

1958 

627 

10 

1959 

390 

12 

I 960 

557 

14 

1961 

591 

13 

1962 

474 

15 

1963 

399 

14 

1964 

562 

19 

1965 

887 

16 

1966 

1,112 

32 

1967 

937 

19 

1968 

375 

3 

1969 

146 

1 

TOTAL 

12,618 

701 


Of these total sightings, 11,917 were found to have been caused 
by material objects (such as balloons, satellites, and aircraft), immaterial 
objects (such as lightning, reflections and other natural phenomena), 
astronomical objects (such as stars, planets, the sun and the moon), 
weather conditions and hoaxes. As indicated only 701 reported sightings 
remain unexplained. 
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On December 17, 1969 the Secretary of the Air Force announced the 
termination of Project Blue Book. 

The decision to discontinue UFO investigations was based on an 
evaluation of a report prepared by the University of Colorado entitled, 
"Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects;" a review of the Univer¬ 
sity of Colorado’s report by the National Academy of Sciences; past 
UFO studies; and Air Force experience investigating UFO reports for 
two decades. 

As a result of these investigations and studies, and experience 
gained from investigating UFO reports since 1948, the conclusions of 
Project Blue Book were: (1) no UFO reported, investigated, and evalu¬ 
ated by the Air Force has ever given any indication of threat to our 
national security; (2) there has been no evidence submitted to or dis¬ 
covered by the Air Force that sightings categorized as "unidentified" 
represent technological developments or principles beyond the range 
of present day scientific knowledge; and (3) there has been no evidence 
indicating that sightings categorized as "unidentified" are extrater¬ 
restrial vehicles. 

With the termination of Project Blue Book, the Air Force regulation 
establishing and controlling the program for investigating and analyzing 
UFOs was rescinded. All documentation regarding the former Blue Book 
investigation was permanently transferred to the Modern Military Branch, 
National Archives and Records Service, 8th and Pennsylvania Avenue, 
Washington, D.C. 20408, and is available for public review and analysis. 

In 1977, President Carter asked the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration (NASA) to look into the possibility of resuming UFO investi¬ 
gations. After studying all the facts available, they decided that 
nothing would be gained by further investigation. The Air Force agrees 
with that decision. If, however, firm evidence is found justifying 
further investigation, an appropriate agency will be directed to under¬ 
take the effort. 

There are a number of universities and professional scientific 
organizations 3uch as the American Association for the Advancement of 
Science, which have considered UFO phenomena during periodic meetings 
and seminars. In addition, a list of private organizations interested 
in aerial phenomena may be found in Gale's Encyclopedia of Associations 
(Edition 8, Vol I, pp. 432-3). Such timely review of the situation 
by private groups insures that sound evidence will not be overlooked 
by the scientific community. 

For further reference material, two documents are available from 
the National Technical Information Service, U.S. Department of Commerce, 
Springfield, VA 22151: 
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Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects , Study conducted 
by the University of Colorado under contract F44620-76-C-0035. Three 
volumes, 1,465 p. 68 plates. Photoduplicated hard copies of the official 
report may be ordered for $6 per volume, $18 the set of three, as AD 
680:975, AD 680:976, and AD 680:977. 

Review of University of Colorado Report on Unidentified 
Flying Objects. Review of report by a panel of the National Academy 
of Sciences. National Academy of Sciences, 1969, 6p. Photoduplicated 
hard copies may be ordered for $3 as AD 688:541. 
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TOTAL UFO (OBJECT) SIGHTINGS 

(Compiled 17 Jan 66) 

TOTAL 


YEAR 

SIGHTINGS 

UNIDENTIFIED 

SOURCE 

1947 

122 

12 

Case Files 

1948 

156 

7 

Case Files 

1949 

186 

22 

Blue Book, page 108 

1950 

210 

27 

Case Files 

1951 

169 

22 

Case Files 

1952 

1,501 

303 

Blue Book, page 108 

1953 

509 

42 

Case Files 

1954 

487 

46 

Case Files 

1955 

545 

24 

Case Files 

1956 

670 

14 

Case Files 

1957 

1,006 

14 

Case Files 

1958 

627 

10 

Case Files 

1959 

390 

12 

Case Files 

1960 

557 

14 

Case Files 

1961 

591 

13 

Case Files 

1962 

474 

15 

Case Files 

1963 

399 

14 

Case Files 

1964 

562 

19 

Case Files 

1965 

886 

10,147 

16 

646 

Case Files 
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STATISTICAL DATA TOR YEARS 1953-1964 


TOTAL CASES BY CATEGORY 

1953 

1954 

1055 

1050 

1057 

1958 

1959 

1960 

1961 

1962 

(Compiled 1 Nov 05) 

1903 1 904 TOTAL 















Astronomical 

175 

137 

135 

222 

341 

231 

144 

235 

203 

136 

85 

123 

2107 

Aircraft 

73 

00 

124 

148 

211 

106 

63 

66 

77 

68 

73 

71 

1107 

Balloon 

71 

05 

102 

03 

114 

56 

31 

22 

37 

19 

28 

20 

065 

Insufficient Data 

79 

103 

05 

132 

191 

111 

65 

105 

115 

94 

59 

99 

1240 

Other 

82 

sa 

05 

01 

120 

93 

75 

94 

77 

65 

56 

38 

916 

Satellite 

0 

0 

0 

0 

8 

16 

0 

21 

09 

77 

82 

142 

417 

Unidentified 

42 

40 

24 

14 

14 

10 

12 

14 

13 

15 

14 

19 

237 

TOTAL 

305 

487 

345 

670 

1000 

357 

395 

337 

591 

474 

390 

563 

0817 

ASTRONOMICAL SIGHTINGS 

Meteor* 

70 

02 

79 

00 

179 

166 

100 

107 

119 

95 

57 

61 

1295 

Stars and Planets 

101 

44 

32 

131 

144 

96 

40 

49 

70 

30 

23 

55 

805 

Other 

4 

1 

4 

3 

IS 

7 

4 

3 

6 

5 

5 

7 

67 

TOTAL 

T73 

137 

T33 

m 

"BT 

531 

145 

133 

153 

lls 

"13 

733 

3137 

OTHER CASES 

Hoaxes, Hallucinations, 
Unreliable Reports and 
Psychological Causes 

is 

0 

IB 

10 

37 

29 

14 

13 

17 

11 

16 

34 

226 

Missiles and Rockets 

2 

1 

i 

3 


6 

14 

12 

13 

9 

13 

7 

83 

Reflections 

4 

0 

4 

3 


7 

11 

9 

3 

3 

Q 

2 

54* 

Flares and Flrewcrvs 

1 

4 

0 

0 

8 

3 

5 

7 

4 

3 

3 

7 

59 

Mtraces and Aversions 

3 

2 

4 

1 


2 

4 

5 

0 

3 

3 

2 

37 

Search and Groundliihts 

9 

0 

14 

0 

12 

8 

5 

6 

1 

3 

2 

0 

81 

Clouds and Contrails 

0 

3 

2 

1 

9 

5 

3 

4 

5 

4 

5 

0 

47 

Chaff 

0 

2 

0 

1 

2 

6 

1 

4 

3 

5 

2 

l 

27 

Birds 

4 

7 

2 

0 

1 

1 

0 

3 

2 

2 

2 

4 

34 

Radar Analysts 

15 

7 

1 

8 

27 

3 

8 

6 

9 

0 

1 

2 

87 

Photo Analysis 

l 

1 

2 

4 

1 

7 

4 

6 

3 

2 

3 

0 

40 

Phvstcal Soeclinens 

1 

0 

5 

3 

5 

10 

3 

7 

4 

15 

3 

0 

70 

Satellite Decay 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

l 

0 

9 

3 

3 

4 

3 

23 

Other 

l 

7 

4 

0 

9 

5 

3 

3 

4 

2 

4 

0 

48 

TOTAL 

"33 

"55 

"63 

61 

T3o 

"53 

75 

154 

”77 

65 

1i 

"53 

TIT 
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STATISTICS FOR 1965 


(Compiled 18 Jan 1888) 



JAN 

FEB 

MAR 

APR 

MAY 

JUN 

JUL 

AUG 

SEP 

OCT 

NOV 

DEC 

TOTAL 















ASTRONOMICAL 

10 

8 

11 

4 

2 

10 

27 

82 

30 

27 

22 

12 

243 

AIRCRAFT 

11 

8 

14 

11 

14 

7 

32 

61 

20 

13 

14 

3 

210 

BALLOON 

3 

2 

1 

3 

0 

3 

7 

6 

2 

7 

0 

2 

38 

INSUFFICIENT DATA 

3 

4 

2 

4 

4 

2 

16 

24 

IS 

5 

3 

1 

85 

OTHER 

11 

8 

7 

8 

5 

6 

9 

42 

7 

9 

11 

3 

128 

SATELLITE 

4 

3 

3 

3 

IS 

S 

42 

41 

24 

3 

0 

3 

152 

UNIDENTIFIED 

1 

0 

2 

l 

1 

0 

2 

4 

4 

0 

l 

0 

16 

PENDING 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

2 

8 

4 

2 

17 

TOTAL 

43 

33 

43 

36 

41 

33 

133 

282 

104 

70 

55 

28 

887 

ASTRONOMICAL CASES 


JAN 

FEB 

MAR 

APR 

MAY 

JUN 

JUL 

AUG 

SEP 

OCT 

NOV 

DEC 

TOTAL 















Meteors 

8 

6 

8 

2 

2 

4 

14 

26 

13 

6 

9 

5 

101 

Stars and Planets 

3 

1 

3 

2 

0 

5 

10 

53 

18 

20 

13 

7 

135 

Other 

la 

lb 

0 

0 

0 

1C 

3d 

le 

la 

If 

0 

0 

9 

TOTAL 

10 

a 

11 

4 

2 

10 

27 

92 

TO 

27 

22 

12 

243 


ia> Solar Image (b) Moon (c) Sun (d) Reflected Moonlight, Parhelia, Moon (e) Reflected Moonlight (I) Comet Ikeya-Seki 
OTHER CATEGORY 



JAN 

FEB 

MAR 

APR 

MAY 

JUN 

JUL 

AUG 

SEP 

OCT 

NOV 

DEC 

TOTAL 

Hoaxes, Hallucinations, 














Unreliable Reports and 














Psychological Causes 

S 

3 

4 

1 

2 

1 

2 

12 

1 

3 

0 

0 

34 

Missiles and Rockets 





1 



3 

l 

I 

3 

1 

10 

Reflections 






1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 


7 

Flares and Fireworks 





1 


1 

1 



l 


4 

Mirages and Inversions 







2 

3 





5 

Search and Ground Lights 

2 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

l 

2 

0 

0 

2 

0 

9 

Clouds and Contrails 

1 







1 

1 




3 

Chaff 












1 

1 

Birds 

l 

2 


2 




3 

1 

I 

1 


11 

Phvsical Specimens 


lc 






lr 

lw 




3 

Radar Analysis 




le 


lg 


3gmn 


lm 



6 

Photo Analysis 



2dl 


Id 

M 

2k) 

5x 

1) 




12 

Satellite Decay 

0 

l 

l 

1 

0 

1 

0 

2 

0 

1 

0 

1 

8 

Miscellaneous 

2ab 



2bf 


lb 


4sbbb 


lh 

3tuv 


13 

TOTAL 

11 

8 

7 

8 

5 

6 

9 

42 

7 

9 

11 

3 

126 


UJ Tracer Bullets (b) Misinterpretation of Conventional Objects (c) Metal Ball (d) Developer Smear (e) Anomalous Propagation 
(f) Kites (g) Electronic Counter Measures (h) Debris In Wind (J) No Image on Film (k) Poor Photo Process (1) Free Falling Object 
(m> False Targets (n) Weather Returns (p) Emulsion Flaws (r) Plastic Bags (s) Man on Ground (t) Lightning (u) Chemical Trails 
from Research Rocket (v) Missile Launch Activity (w) Gourd 
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FIREBALL REPORT 


Persons observing a fireball or meteor should report the information to 
the American Meteor Society. The information desired is contained below. 


A very brilliant meteor or fireball is re¬ 
ported to have passed in your vicinity on ... . 

at the hour of.Will you please answer 

as fully as possible the following questions, 
which are asked on behalf of the American Me¬ 
teor Society in order that permanent records of 
such phenomena may be obtained. When these 
reports are published each contributor whose 
report is fairly complete will be mentioned, if 


possible, and due credit given. It is only by the 
help of those who can give personal information 
that data can be secured for the computation of 
the orbits of meteors. These data are of great 
scientific value and all reasonable efforts should 
be made to obtain them. You will be unable prob¬ 
ably to answer all questions below, but answer 
those you can, as they may be of the greatest 
importance. 
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Section 4-SCIENTIFIC, ENGINEERING AND TECHNICAL ORGANIZATIONS 


*4643* 

AMALGAMATED FLYING SAUCER CLUBS OF AMERICA (PkeaenaM) <AF$CA) 

P.0 Box 84 Phone:(213) 885-0438 

Northridge, CA 91324 Gabriel Green. Pres. 

Foiate 4: 1959 Miflbers: 5000. Late Greets: 110. "World-wide research 
organization with members in all SO states and in 23 foreign countries to inform 
me general public about tne reality ol Hying saucers I extraterrestrial spacecraft 
piloted by advanced men and women from other planets and star systems) and 
of their plan lor imparting tnetr advanced knowiedae to the people of me Earth 
m order to resolve present world problems." AFSCA serves as a source of 
oontactee-oriemed' flying saucer information, including books, photographs, 
comactee reports, and space tapes ("tape recorded messages from space 
people"). Local units notd public meetings to promote knowledge of the saucer 
subject and serve as sources for information and literature in their areas. 
Psttaatran: Flying Saucers international, quarterly. 

*4646* 

INTERNATIONAL FORTEAN ORGANIZATION (Plaemai) (INFO) 

P.O.Box 367 Phone: (703)920-7120 

Arlington. VA 22210 Pauf J. Willis, Oir. 

Faoted: 1965. Members: 1500. Scientists, scholars, and laymen concerned with 
new and unusual scientific discoveries, philosophic problems pertaining to the 
criteria of scientific validity, and theories of knowledge. Maintains library of 
5000 volumes in me physical, biological, and psycnoiogicai sciences. Named 
after Charles Hoy Fort (1874-1932). an American journalist who was interested 
in researcnmg and documenting unusual and unexplained natural phenomena. 
Pebticaiiou: (1) Fortean Times, bimonthly: (2) The info Journal, bimonthly: (3) 
Occasional Papers. Separate: Fortean Society. Ceevaeiiee/ Muting: annual. 

*4647* 

NATIONAL INVESTIGATIONS COMMITTEE ON AERIAL PHENOMENA (NICAP) 

*'35 University Blvd. W.. Suite 23 Phone: (301) 949-1267 

nsmgton. MO 20795 John L. Acutt. Pres, 

routed: 1956. Members: 4000. Stall: 5. Persons interested in aerial phenomena, 
particularly unidentified hying oojects (UFOs); panel of advisers includes 
scientists, engineers, aviation expens, clergymen, retired military officers, and 
pro lessors. To gather, analyze, evaluate, and disseminate reliable information 
on aerial phenomena. Promotes scientific investigation. Field investigations 
earned out by technically oriented subcommittees (35 U.S.). Provides 
bibliographic and source materials to students, exchange data to scientific 
societies and individual scientists, and semi-techmcal reports to scientists. 
Congress, and the press. Maintains large library on aerial phenomena, aviation, 
astronomy, and collection ol magazine articles, newspaper clippings, letters, 
and other documents. Sponsors a lecture program and an exhibit. Involved with 
a computer study. Project ACCESS. Pibticatwii: The U.F.O. Investigator, 
mommy: also publishes UFO Evidence; UFO Wave of 1947; Strange Effects from 
UFOs. Board ol govemtrs meets quarterly. 

*4841* 

SAUCER ANO UNEXPLAINED CELESTIAL EVENTS RESEARCH SOCIETY 
(PtMDoataa) (SAUCERS) 

P.0. Box 2228 Phone: (304) 269-2719 

Clarksburg. WV 26301 Gray Barker, Exec. Officer 

Footed: 1954. Members: 6000. Staff: 3. Persons interested in UFO’s (unidentified 
flying objects, popularly called flying saucers). Sponsors monthly lectures in 
New York City and speeches to colleges and other institutions throughout the 
United States. Conducts research. Maintains library of several thousand UFO 
books and periodicals. Placates: Newsletter, irregular. Takes part in annual 
convention known as the Congress ot Scientific Ufologists. Gamaliel/ Ma«le|; 
annual. 

*4841* 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION CENTER FOR SHORT LIVED PHEMMEJU 
f85Alewi»e8rookP*y. Phone: (617)868-4793 

Cambridge. MA 02138 Robert Citron, Oir. 

Touted: 1968. Funded by Smithsonian Institution. Serves as a clearing house 
lor receipt and dissemination of information concerning rare or infrequent 
natural events which might go unobserved or uninvestigated, such as remote 
tame eruptions, birth ot new islands, tail of meteorites and large fireballs. 
. sudden changes in oiotogical and ecological systems. Observers all over 
ine world including news media, private citizens, individual scientists, and 
scientific observatories report on any such snort-lived events. Rapid team 
mobilization will enable research teams, with instruments and equipment. !o get 
into event areas m as snort a time as possible to collect data that might 
otherwise be lost to science. Pubfiatisis: (1) Event information Reports, daily; 
t2) Event Notification Reports, daily; (3) Annual Report; (4) Event Reports, 
irregular. 


*4850* 

SOCIETY FOR THE INVESTIGATION Of THE UNEXPLAINED (Ptecwoi) (SITU) 
RO.One Phone: (201) 496-4368 

Columbia, NJ 07832 Alberta Zwerver, Exec.Sec. 

Footed: 1965. Meobon: 1250. An organization "tor the acquisition, 
investigation and dissemination ol information on reports ol all tangible items in 
the fields ot chemistry, astronomy, geology, biology and anthropology, that are 
not readily explained." Encourages held work and on-the-spot investigation by 
offering advice, helping to raise funds and arranging contacts lor members who 
are planning Held trips and expeditions. Field work and research are reviewed 
by a pane) ot twenty scientists. Disseminates information on findings through 
its quarterly journal, papers and reports. Current investigations conducted by 
Society members include such areas as ancient Egyptian television, ringiiq 
rocks, emomoed toads and poltergeist manifestations. The Society maintains 
information files of original material, a mao collection and a specialized library. 
C —otm : Activities: Library. Publicatuu: (l) Pursuit quarterly; (2) Annual 
Report; also publishes occasional papers and special reports. 

*4691* 

UFO INFORMATION RETRIEVAL CENTER (PteMtel) (UFOtRC) 

P.0. Box 57 Phone: (301) 435-0705 

Riderwood, MO 21139 Thomas M. Olsen, Pres. 

FainibI: 1966. To collect, analyze, publish and disseminate information on 
reports of unidentified flying objects. Publication: Reference for Outstanding 
UFO Sighting Reports, irregular, 

*4644* 

AERIAL PHENOMENA RESEARCH ORGANIZATION (APRO) 

3910 E. Kleindale Rd. Phone:(602)793-1825 

Tucson. AZ 85712 Coral E. Lortruen, $ec.-Treas. 

Footed: 1952. Mnbers: 3000. Staff: 5. To conduct investigations and research 
into the pnenomenon ot unidentified flying objects (UFOs) and to find a 
scientifically acceptable solution to this phenomenon. Has special 
representatives in over 50 countries. Uses services ot over thirty staff 
consonants in fields ranging from biochemistry to astronomy. Maintains 
COMCAT. computer catalog of ail available UFO reports. Pnttiritun: Bulletin, 
monthly. 
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PROJECT BLUE BOOK 


The United States Air Force has the responsibility under the Department of Defense for the 
investigation of unidentified flying objects (UFOs). The name of this program, which has been in 
operation since 1948, is Project Blue Book. It has been identified in the past as Project Sign and 
Project Grudge. 

Air Force interest in unidentified flying objects is related directly to the Air Force responsi¬ 
bility for the air defense of the United States. Procedures for conducting this program are estab¬ 
lished by Air Force Regulation 200-2. 

The objectives of Project Blue Book are two-fold: first, to determine whether UFOs pose a 
threat to the security of the United States; and, second, to determine whether UFOs exhibit any 
unique scientific information or advanced technology which could contribute to scientific or technical 
research. In the course of accomplishing these objectives, Project Blue Book strives to identify 
and explain all UFO sightings reported to the Air Force. 


HOW THE PROGRAM IS CONDUCTED 

The program is conducted in three phases. The first phase includes receipt of UFO reports 
and initial investigation of the reports. The Air Force base nearest the location of a reported sight¬ 
ing is charged with the responsibility of investigating the sighting and forwarding the information to 
the Project Blue Book Office at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio. 

If the initial investigation does not reveal a positive identification or explanation, a second 
phase of more intensive analysis is conducted by the Project Blue Book Office. Each case is objec¬ 
tively and scientifically analyzed, and, if necessary, all of the scientific facilities available to the 
Air Force can be used to assist in arriving at an identification or explanation. All personnel asso¬ 
ciated with the investigation, analysis, and evaluation efforts of the project view each report with 
a scientific approach and an open mind. 

The third phase of the program is dissemination of information concerning UFO sightings, 
evaluations, and statistics. This is accomplished by the Secretary of the Air Force, Office of In¬ 
formation. 

The Air Force defines an unidentified flying object as any aerial object which the observer is 
unable to identify. 

Reports of unfamiliar objects in the sky are submitted to the Air Force from many sources. 
These sources include military and civilian pilots, weather observers, amateur astronomers, 
business and professional men and women, and housewives, etc. 

Frequently such objects as missiles, balloons, birds, kites, searchlights, aircraft navigation 
and anticollision beacons, jet engine exhaust, condensation trails, astronomical bodies and meteor¬ 
ological phenomena are mistakenly reported as unidentified flying objects. 

The Air Force groups its evaluations of UFO reports under three general headings: (1) identified, 
(2) insufficient data, and (3) unidentified. 
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Identified reports are those for which sufficient specific information has been accumulated and 
evaluated to permit a positive identification or explanation of the object. 

Reports categorized as Insufficient Data are those for which one or more elements of informa¬ 
tion essential for evaluation are missing. Some examples are the omission of the duration of the 
sighting, date, time, location, position in the sky, weather conditions, and the manner of appearance 
or disappearance. If an element is missing and there is an indication that the sighting may be of a 
security, scientific, technical, or public interest value, the Project Blue Book Office conducts an 
additional investigation and every attempt is made to obtain the information necessary for identifi¬ 
cation. However, in some instances, essential information cannot be obtained, and no further action 
can be taken. 

The third and by far the smallest group of evaluations is categorized as Unidentified. A sight¬ 
ing is considered unidentified when a report apparently contains all pertinent data necessary to 
suggest a valid hypothesis concerning the cause or explanation of the report but the description of 
the object or its motion cannot be correlated with any known object or phenomena. 


TYPES OF UFO IDENTIFICATIONS AND EVALUATIONS 

There are various types of UFO sightings. Most common are reports of astronomical sightings, 
which include bright stars, planets, comets, fireballs, meteors, auroral streamers, and other celes¬ 
tial bodies. When observed through haze, light fog, moving clouds, or other obscurations or unusual 
conditions, the planets, including Venus, Jupiter, and Mars have been reported as unidentified flying 
objects. Stellar mirages are also a source of reports. 

Satellites are another major source of UFO reports. An increase in satellites reported as UFOs 
has come about because of two factors. The first is the increase of interest on the part of the public; 
the second is the increasing number of satellites in the skies. Positive knowledge of the location of all 
satellites at all times enables rapid identification of satellite sightings. Keeping track of man-made 
objects in orbit about the earth is the responsibility of the North American Air Defense Command 
Space Detection and Tracking System. This sophisticated electronic system gathers complex space 
traffic data instantly from tracking stations all over the world. 

Other space surveillance activities include the use of ballistic tracking and large telescopic cam¬ 
eras. ECHO schedules are prepared by the NASA Goddard Space Flight Center at Greenbelt, Maryland, 
and schedules of the South/North equator crossings are prepared by the Smithsonian Institution at 
Cambridge, Massachusetts. From the data produced by these agencies, satellites mistakenly reported 
as UFOs can be quickly identified. Some of these are visible to the naked eye. 

Aircraft account for another major source of UFO reports, particularly during adverse weather 
conditions. When observed at high altitudes and at some distance, aircraft can have appearances rang¬ 
ing from disc to rocket shapes due to the reflection of the sun on their bright surfaces. Vapor or con¬ 
densation trails from jet aircraft will sometimes appear to glow fiery red or orange when reflecting 
sunlight. Afterburners from jet aircraft are often reported as UFOs since they can be seen from great 
distances when the aircraft cannot be seen. 

The Project Blue Book Office has direct contact with all elements of the Air Force and the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency civil air control centers. All aerial refueling operations and special training 
flights can be checked immediately. Air traffic of commercial airlines and flights of military aircraft 
are checked with the nearest control center, enabling an immediate evaluation of aircraft mistakenly 
reported as UFOs. However, since many local flights are not carried, these flights are probable causes 
of some reports. 
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Balloons continue to be reported as UFOs. Several thousand balloons are released each day from 
military and civilian airports, weather stations, and research activities. There are several types of 
balloons - weather balloons, rawinsondes, radiosondes, and the large research balloons which have 
diameters up to 300 feet. At night, balloons carry running lights which cause an unusual appearance 
when observed. Reflection of the sun on balloons at dawn and sunset sometimes produce strange ef¬ 
fects. This usually occurs when theballoon, because of its altitudes, is exposed to the sun. Large bal¬ 
loons can move at speeds of over 100 miles per hour when moving in high altitude jet windstrearns. 
These balloons sometimes appear to be flattened on top. At other times, they appear to be saucer¬ 
shaped and to have lights mounted inside the bag itself due to the sun’s rays reflecting through the 
material of the balloon. The Balloon Control Center at Holloman Air Force Base, New Mexico, main¬ 
tains a plot on all Military Upper Air Research Balloons. 

Another category of UFO evaluations labeled Other includes missiles, reflections, mirages, 
searchlights, birds, kites, spurious radar indications, hoaxes, fireworks, and flares. 

Aircraft, satellites, balloons, and the like should NOT be reported since they do not fall within 
the definition of an unidentified flying object. 


t 
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CONCLUSIONS 


To date, the firm conclusions of Project Blue Book are: (1) no unidentified flying object reported, 
investigated, and evaluated by the Air Force has ever given any indication of threat to our national 
security; (2) there has been no evidence submitted to or discovered by the Air Force that sightings 
categorized as unidentified represent technological developments or principles beyond the range of 
present day scientific knowledge; and (3) there has been no evidence indicating that sightings categor¬ 
ized as unidentified are extraterrestrial vehicles. 

The Air Force will continue to investigate all reports of unusual aerial phenomena over the United 
States. The services of qualified scientists and technicians will continue to be used to investigate and 
analyze these reports, and periodic reports on the subject will be made. 

The former Chairman of the House Armed Services Committee, Mr. Carl Vinson, recently com¬ 
mented on the conduct of the UFO program by the Air Force and stated that Congressional hearings 
on this subject are unnecessary. 

The Air Force does not deny the possibility that some form of life may exist on other planets in 
the universe. However, to date, the Air Force has neither received nor discovered any evidence which 
proves the existence and intra-space mobility of extraterrestrial life. The Air Force continues to ex¬ 
tend an open invitation to anyone who feels that he possesses any evidence of extraterrestrial vehicles 
operating within the earth's near space envelope to submit his evidence for analysis. Initial contact 
for this purpose is through the following address: 

PROJECT BLUE BOOK INFORMATION OFFICE 

SAFOI 

WASHINGTON, D C 20330 

Anyone observing what he considers to be an unidentified flying object should report it to the 
nearest Air Force Base. Persons submitting a UFO report to the Air Force are free to discuss any 
aspect of the report with anyone. The Air Force does not seek to limit discussion on such reports and 
does not withhold or censor any information pertaining to this unclassified program. 
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NON AVAILABILITY OF MATERIALS 


The following items are for internal use only and are not available for 
distribution to the public. These concern internal management and procedures 
for forwarding UFO reports to the appropriate agency: 

1. Air Force Regulation 200-2 

2. JANAP 146 

The Air Force has no films, photographs, maps,charts, or graphs of un¬ 
identified flying objects. Photographs that have been submitted for evaluation 
in conjunction with UFO reports have been determined to be a misinterpreta¬ 
tion of natural or conventional objects. These objects have a positive identifi¬ 
cation. 

The Air Force no longer possesses, and thus does not have for distribu¬ 
tion, outdated reports on Project Sign, Project Grudge, Blue Book Special 
Report No. 14, and outdated Project Blue Book press releases. Non-military 
UFO publications should be requested from the publisher, not the Air Force. 
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SUGGESTED READING MATERIAL 


Books listed below deal with facts and theories about our solar universe, the sun, planets, comets, 
meteorites, the universe, stars, constellations and galaxies; telescopes, the computation of time as 
it relates to astronomy, star maps and charts, and the history of astronomy. 

SKY & TELESCOPE , by Sky PublishingCorporation,HarvardCollege Observatory, Cambridge, Mass. 
02138. Monthly Magazine, 60 cents per copy. 

WEATHER ELEMENTS, by BLAIR, published Prentice Hall. Has an excellent chapter on often mis- 
identified weather phenomena. 

PLANETS, STARS, AND SPACE, by CHAMBERLAIN, JOSEPH M. & NICHOLSON, THOMAS D. An 
illustrated, non-technical explanation of the earth, planets, stars, and the universe. Prepared in co¬ 
operation with the American Museum of Natural History. 

JUNIOR SCIENCE BOOK OF STARS , by CROSBY, PHOEBE. An easy-to-read, exciting story of what 
scientists know about the stars, planets, the moon, and the MILKY WAY. 

CHALLENGE OF THE UNIVERSE, by HYNEK, J. ALLEN & ANDERSON, NORMAN. Discusses the 
nature of the universe; astronomy and cosmology, published by Scholastic Press. 

THE STORY OF THE STARS, by MALONEY, TERRY. An introduction to the universe; our solar sys¬ 
tem, our galaxy, and other galaxies. Many interesting illustrated analogies help build concepts of size 
and distance. Includes references to the Van Allen radiation belts and zodiacal light observation of 
1960. 

THE WORLD OF FLYING SAUCERS, by MENZEL & BOYD. A scientific examination of the classic 
UFO reports. 

THE MOON, METEORITES. AND COMETS, Dtd 1963 ,by MIDDLEHURST & KUIPER. Continuous analy¬ 
sis of Soviet moon photos. Chapter on Siberian meteorite and photos or comets computation of vari¬ 
ous comet orbital photos. 

THE NATURE OF LIGHT AND COLOR IN THE OPEN AIR, by MINNAERT, Dover Publications. This 
is an excellent paperback written in understandable lay language. 

METEORS, by OLIVIER. Standard text by foremost authority on meteors. 

PHOTOGRAPHIC HISTORY OF MARS , 1905-1961, by SLIPHER, E. C., published by Lowell Observa¬ 
tory. 

ANATOMY OF A PHENOMENON, by VALLE, JACQUES. 

FIRST MAN TO THE MOON , by VON BRAUN, WERNHER. 
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INFORMATION OP UPOs 


Thank you for your request for information on the Air Force's 
investigation of unidentified flying objects/ or UFO's. 

The Air Force investigation of UFO's began in 1948 and was 
known as Project Sign. Later the name was changed to Project 
Grudge, and in 1953, it became Project Blue Book. Between 1948 
and 1969 we investigated 12,618 reported sightings. 

Of these sightings, 11,917 were found to have been caused by 
material objects (such as balloons, satellites, and aircraft), 
immaterial objects (such as lightning, reflections, and other 
natural phenomena), astronomical objects (such as stars, planets, 
the sun, and the moon), weather conditions, and hoaxes. As 
indicated, only 701 reported sightings remain unexplained. 

On December 17, 1969, the Secretary of the Air Force 
announced the termination of Project Blue Book. The decision to 
discontinue UFO investigations was based on an evaluation of a 
report prepared by the University of Colorado entitled, 

"Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects;" a review of the 
University of Colorado's report by the National Academy of 
Sciences? past UFO studies; and the Air Force's two decades of 
experience investigating UFO reports. 

As a result of these investigations, studies, and experience, 
the conclusions of Project Blue Book were: (1) no UFO reported, 
investigated, and evaluated by the Air Force has ever given any 
indication of threat to our national security; (2) there has been 
no evidence submitted to or discovered by the Air Force that 
sightings categorized as "unidentified" represent technological 
developments or principles beyond the range of present day 
scientific knowledge; and (3) there has been no evidence 
indicating that sightings categorized as "unidentified" are 
extraterrestrial vehicles. 

With the termination of Project Blue Book, the Air Force 
regulation establishing and controlling the program for 
investigating and analyzing UFOs was rescinded. All documentation 
regarding the former Blue Book investigation was permanently 
transferred to the Modern Military Branch, National Archives and 
Record Service, 8th and Pennsylvania Avenue, Washington DC 20408, 
and is available for public review and analysis. 



In 1977, President Carter asked the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration (NASA) to look into the possibility of resuming 
UFO investigations. After studying all the facts available, NASA 
decided that nothing would be gained by further investigation. The 
Air Force agrees with that decision. If, however, firm evidence is 
found justifying further investigation, an appropriate agency will be 
directed to undertake the effort. 


UFO 

SIGHTINGS 

BY YEAR 

YEAR 

TOTAL UNI 

[DENTIFIED 

1947 

112 

12 

1948 

156 

7 

1949 

186 

22 

1950 

210 

27 

1951 

169 

22 

1952 

1501 

303 

1953 

509 

42 

1954 

487 

46 

1955 

545 

24 

1956 

670 

14 

1957 

1006 

14 

1958 

627 

10 

1959 

390 

12 

1960 

557 

14 

1961 

591 

13 

1962 

474 

15 

1963 

399 

14 

1964 

562 

19 

1965 

887 

16 

1966 

1112 

32 

1967 

937 

19 

1968 

375 

3 

1969 

146 

1 

TOTAL; 

: 12,618 

701 


There are a number of universities and 
professional scientific organizations such 
as the American Association for the 
Advancement of Science, which have 
considered UFO phenomena during periodic 
meetings and seminars. In addition, a list 
of private organizations interested in 
aerial phenomena may be found in Gale's 
Encyclopedia of Associations. Such timely 
review of the situation by private groups 
insures that sound evidence will not be 
overlooked by the scientific community. 

For further reference material, two 
documents are available from the National 
Technical Information Service, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, 5285 Port Royal 
Road, Springfield, VA 22161. 
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Unidentified Flying Objects 


History 

The Air Force began investigating UFOs in 1948 under 
a program called Project Sign. Later the program s name 
was changed to Project Grudge, and in 1953 it became 
known as Project Blue Book. On Dec. 17, 1969, the 
secretary of the Air Force announced the termination 
ol Project Blue Book. 

The decision to discontinue UFO investigations was 
based on a number of factors, including reports and studies 
by the University of Colorado and the National Academy 
of Sciences, as well as past UFO studies and the Air Force’s 
two decades of experience investi ga ting UFO reports. 

As a result of these investigations, studies, and 
mence, the conclusions of Project Blue Book were: 

No UFO reported, investigated and evaluated by 
the Air Force has ever given any indication of threat 
to our national security. 

• There has been no evidence submitted to or 
discovered by the Air Force that sightings categorized 
as "unidentified’' represent technological developments 
or principles beyond the range of present-day scientific 
knowledge. 


• There has been no evidence indicating that 
sightings categorized as ’’unidentified” are 
extraterrestrial vehicles. 

Between 1948 and 1969 the Air Force investigated 
12,618 reported UFO sightings. Of these, 11,917 were 
found to have been caused by material objects such 
as balloons, satellites, and aircraft immaterial objects 
such as lightning, reflections, and other natural 
phenomena: astronomical objects such as stars, planets, 
the sun, and the moon; weather conditions; and hoaxes. 
Only 701 reported sightings remain unexplained. 

More Information Available 

All documentation regarding the former Blue Book 
investigation was permanently transferred to the Modem 
Military Reference Branch, National Archives and 
Records Administration, 8th and Pennsylvania Ave„ 
Washington, D.C. 20408, and is available for public 
review. A list of private organizations interested in aerial 
phenomena can be found in Gale’s Encyclopedia of 
Associations, available in the reference section of most 
libraries. 



Local Reproduction Authorized 


October 1987 
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OXford 7-3189 (Copies) 


AIR FORCE TO TERMINATE .* 

PROJECT "BLUE BOOK" 

Secretary of the Air Force Robert C. Seamans, Jr., announced 
today the termination of Project Blue Book, the Air Force program 
for the investigation of unidentified flying objects (UFOs). 

In a memorandum to Air Force Chief of Staff General John D. Ryan, 
Secretary Seamans stated that "the continuation of Project Blue Book 
cannot be justified either on the ground of national security or in 
the interest of science," and concluded that the project does not merit 
future expenditures of resources. 

The decision to discontinue UFO investigations was based on: 

- An evaluation of a report prepared by the University of 
jrado entitled, "Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects." 

- A review of the University of Colorado's report by the 

National Academy of Sciences. /£ 

- Past UFO studies. 

- Air Force experience investigating UFO reports during the past 
two decades. 

. Under the direction of Dr. Edward U. Condon, the University of 
Colorado completed an 18-month contracted study of UFOs and Its report 
was released to the public in January, 1969. The report concluded that 
little if anything has come from the study of UFOs in the. past 21 years 
that has added to scientific knowledge, and that further extensive 
study of UFO sightings is not justified in the expectation that science 
will be advanced. 

T-h"e- University of Colorado report also states that, "It seems that 
only so much attention to the subject (UFOs) should be give as the 
Department of Defense deems to be necessary strictly from a defense point 
of view....It Is our impression that the defense function could be 
performed within the framework established for intelligence and sur- 
-veillance operations without the continuance of a special unit such as 

ect Blue Book, but this is a question for defense specialists rather 
.i research scientists." 

A panel of the National Academy of Sciences made an independent 
assessment of the scope, methodology, and findings of the University of 
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Colorado study. The panel concurred in the University of Colorado's 
recommendation that "no high priority in UFO investigations is 
warranted by data of the past two decades." It concluded by stating 
that, "On the basis of present knowledge, the least likely explanation 
of UFOs is the hypothesis of extraterrestrial visitations by; intelligent 
beings." 

Past UFO studies include one conducted by a Scientific Advisory 
Panel of UFOs in January, 1953 (Robertson Panel); and, a review of 
Project Blue Book by the Air Force Scientific Advisory Board Ad Hoc 
Committee, February-March, 1966 (Dr. Brian O'Brien, Chairman). These 
studies concluded that no evidence has been found that any of the UFO 
reports reflect a threat to our national security. 

As a result of investigating UFO reports since 1948, the 
conclusions of Project Blue Book are: (1) no UFO reported, investi¬ 

gated, and evaluated by the Air Force has ever given any indication 
of threat to our national security; (2) there has been no evidence 
submitted or discovered by the Air Force that sightings categorized 

"unidentified" represent technological developments or principles (j 
jnd the range of present-day scientific knowledge; and (3) there 
has been no evidence indicating that sightings categorized as "unidenti¬ 
fied" are extraterrestrial vehicles. 

Project Blue Book records will be retired to thV USAF Archives, 
Maxwell Air Force Base, Alabama. Requests for information will 
continue to be handled by the Secretary of the Air Force, Office of 
Information (SAFOI), Washington, D.C. 20330. 


END 




(1) Give your name and address. 

(2) Where were you when you saw the meteor? (If the town is small please give county as well.) 

(3) Give the date, hour and minute when the meteor appeared; also kind of time used. 

(4) In what direction did it appear (or in what direction was it first seen)? This is not asking in what 

direction it was going! 

(5) In what direction did it disappear (or in what direction was it last seen)? For questions 4 and 5, 
simply N, E, S, or W is not accurate enough, unless these were the exact directions. If compass 
is used, state it; also if magnetic correction has been applied to compass reading. 

(6) At what height did it appear? (Use degrees in answering.) 

(7) At what height did it disappear? (Use degrees in answering.) 

(8) Did it pass directly overhead (i.e., through the zenith)? 

(9) If not, to which side of the zenith did it go, and how far from it? (Use degrees in answering.) 

(10) Did it appear to reach the horizon? What sort of a horizon have you? 

(11) What angle did the path of the meteor make with the horizon and in which direction was It then 

going? 

(12) If you are familiar with constellations describe the path of the meteor through the sky with 
reference to stars. 

(13) Did the meteor appear to explode? 

(14) What was the duration of its flight in seconds? 

(15) Describe the train if one was left. If it lasted long enough to show drift, most carefully tell in 
what direction train drifted. Give sketch, if possible, showing this with regard to horizon. 

(16) What was the duration of the train in seconds? 

(17) Did you hear any sound? How long after seeing the meteor was it before you heard this 

sound? 

Did you hear an actual explosion? How long after seeing the explosion was it before you heard it? 

(18) Of what color was the meteor? 

(19) What was the size of the meteor? (Compare it with the Moon or with a planet or star.) 

(20) Was more than one body seen before the explosion (if any)? 

(21) What was condition of sky at time? 

(22) Give names and addresses of others who saw the meteor. 

(23) Please mail this reply to 

Charles P. Oliver 
AMERICAN METEOR SOCIETY 
521 N. Wynnewood Ave 
Narberth, Pennsylvania 19072 
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NMCC 

THE NATIONAL MILITARY “COMMAND CENTER 

WASHINGTON. O.C. 20301 


/ 


29 October 1975 
0605 EST, 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 
Subject: AFB Penetration 

1. At 290200 EST AFOC informed NMCC that an unidentified 
helicopter, possibly two, had been sighted'flying low over 
boring AFB Maine, in proximity to a weapons storage area. 

2. An Army National Guard helo was called in to assist in 
locating the unidentified helo(s). 

3. NORAD was informed of i the incident by SAC, requested and 
reel eyed authority from Canadian officials to proceed into 
Canadian airspace if necessary to locate the intruder. 

4. At 0404 SAC Command Center informed NKCC that the army helo 
assisting on the scene had not sighted the unidentified helo(s) 

5. A similar incident was reported at Loring the evening of 
28 October 1975 - 



C. D. ROBERTS, JR. 
Brigadier General, USMC 
Deputy Director for 



Operations 
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DDC UPDATE AS OF 290600 ZSZ OCT 75 


•F B PBNZIT FAT 1 ON 

v ^j At appro:’.mutely 2 9 0200 EST Oct 75, AFOC relayed £ report from 
^orinc j.TZ, MB indicating that one unidentified helicopter, possibly 
rv:o he: icopters, had penetrated Lorinc AF3 from Canadi.an territory 
uir.h one helicopter landing briefly in proximity to a weapons storac 
area.- Attempts to locate cr identify the intruding helicopters by 
an Army National Guard helicopter were unsuccessful. Sightings of 
the unidentified helicopter(s) were limited to security guards. A 
similar incident with a single helicopter occurred during the early 
morning of 23 Oct 75. Permission has been granted by Canadian 
authorities to give pursuit into Canadian airspace if subsequent 
contact is effected by U.S. helicopters. 






-.S OF 29X200 EST OCT 75 



DDC UPDATE 


V7EST HEM 


PENETRATION 

(A At aocrcximately 290100 EST Oct 75, one unidentified heli¬ 
copter was sighted 300 to 500 meters from the weapons storage 
area at Loring APB, Maine. 1 The helicopter was at an altitude 
of 150 feet and penetrated Loring APE. An attempt to correct 
and identify the intruding helicopter v;as made by an Army 
National Guard helo, and was unsuccessful. At 290300 EST the 
helicoorer was sighted over the weapons storage area and the 
Armv -National Guard helicopter again responded to make contact 
but*was unsuccesful. Loring has coordinated with the Maine 
State Police and the Royal Canadian Mounted Police and plans to 
pursue into Canada, if necessary,, if there is a reoccurrence. 
(SOURCE: 42 BW OP LORING AFB 2S1140Z OCT 75).) 








DDO UPDATE 

AS Or 252200 1ST OCT 


ATS PENETRATION 

! J$) At approximately 290100 EST Oct 75, one unidentified helicopt 
•.:as sighted 300 to 500 meters from the v.’eapcr.s storage area at 
."Coring ATE, Maine. The helicopter was at an altitude of 150 feet 
anc penetrated Lorinq AF3. An attempt to contact and identify th 
intruding helicopter was made by an Array National Guard helo, and 
was unsuccessful. At 290300 EST the helicopter was sighted over 
the weapons storage area and the Array National Guard helicopter 
again responded to make contact but was unsuccessful. The CSAF 
(Ops Div) has requested that the Array HG helo be provided until 
300300 EST under the following conditions: To track and identify 
the intruder; no apprehension to take place; the Canadian Border 
would not be crossed; and civilian police on board will be for 
corarao with ground units only. The request is under consideration 
by MG Snifin, DA Director of Operations, DCSCPS. Cel Bailey, Mil 
/i to Special Asst to SECDEF/DZPSECDEF has been advised of the 
s. aticn should DoD approval be required. The Stare Department 
Canadian Desk Officer has been keot informed. (SOURCE: 42 3V, 1 CP 

LORIKG AFB 2511402 OCT 75; SAC CP*OPS CONTROL 2919542 OCT 75) 












DDO UPDATE 


AS OF 300600 EST OCT 


if) At approximately 290100 EST Oct 75, an unidentified helicopter 
was sichtec at an altitude of 150 feet at approximately 300 to 500 
meters from a weapons storage area at Loring AF5, HE. At 29020C EST 
Oct 75, the unidentified helicopter was sighted over the weapons 
storage area. In both instances, an Army National Guard (NG) heli¬ 
copter responded, but v:as unable to contact or identify the intruder. 
MG Sniffin, DA Director for Ops, DCSOPS, approved the following 
procedures for any similar incident effective until 300S00 EST 
Oct 75: 

- NG helicopter and crew placed in H fuil time training duty 11 
(FTTD) . 

- NG helicopter may enter Canadian airspace with consent of 
Canadian authorities. 

- NG helicopter employment limited to tracking and identification. 

- Only U.S. military personnel and if considered necessary 
representatives from, the FBI, FAA, and Border Patrol will be 
embarked in the NG helicopter. 

(SOURCE: 42 BW CP LORING AFB 2911402 OCT 75; FHOKCOK DDO/INTERESTZI 

ACTIVITIES). 
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JOINICHItFS OF STAFF 
MESSAGE CENTER 


I Np CONTACT. THE UNKNOWN AIRCRAFT DIO NOT DISPLAY LIGHTING. 

, C30UND PERSONNEL hers A'JIE TO DIRECT THE air UUARD helicopter to 
MUHIN 1CP8PT o? THE UNKNOWN AIRCRAFT, WITH 0UTH HELICOPTERS IN 

I S’GHT, OUT VISUAL ACO'JIBITJON 

yjj NO? 3>cs # Dij-jiNS THIS PERIOD A XC-133 HA3 0H3J7ING AT SD33?1 
SSL TO Ain IN JdS.VTIFICATION anD TO ACT A5 RADIO RELAY, 

AT 233352Z ALL CONTACT HAS LOST. 

IT 13 0U.5 CpjNlBN TH*T THE UNKNOWN HELICOPTER HAS DEHONSTRATED 

a Clear intent in the weapons storage area, is shart ano a host 
jcapadle avIatcR, 

LC-Al SECURITY has BEEN INCREASED, he ANTICIPATE FURTHER incideh 
£2C£3CIN3lY, b£ hILL REOUEST THE CONTINUED PRESENCE CF AIR GUARC 
H?LSCC?TSR3, 

C? PLAN To PURSUE INTO CANADA IF NECESSARY, 

Ui HAVE CcOrOINatEO NITH PAINE STATE POLICE AND THE ROYAL CANADI 
ROUSTED POLICE AND HAVE BEEN ASSURED OF THE COMPLETE COOPERATION 

S'.c.p.p* hIll Respond to ant lanoing site in lanadian territory, 

LCC2L SECURITY POLICE ABOARD ajR GUARD HELICOPTER HAVE SEEN •: 
C?”£PEO TO U3£ DISCRETION ANO aHAIT t ‘ . v . • 

#Rpiv*l por any apprehension in Canadian territory^--- 
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THE JOINT ST A mr 


THE NATIONAL MILITARY COMMAND CENTER 

WASHINGTON. O.C. 20301 


30 October 1975 
0445 EST 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

Subject: Army National Guard Helicopter Support for 
Loring AFB 


1- At 292035 EST Oct 75, LTC Dyer, Office of the Director 
of Operations, USAF, requested that the Army National Guard 
(NG) helicopter and crew currently located at Loring AFB, 

Maine, be made available to the Commander of the 42nd Bomb 
Wing until 300800 EST Oct 75. The NG helicopter would be 
employed to track and identify the unidentified helicopter 
that has violated the airspace in the vicinity of the weapons 
storage area at Loring AFB during the^ early morning hours 
of 28 and 29 Oct 75. LTC Dyer stated that international 
borders would not be \crossed, and that apprehensions would 
not be attempted by personnel embarked in the NG helicopter. 

Any civil police on board the aircraft would participate 
only to the extent of communicating with appropriate police 
officials on the ground, with the latter singula r ly responsible 
for the apprehension or the suspect aircraft or crew. 

2. This request was relayed to MG Sniff in, DA Director of 
Operations, DCSOPS, at 292100 EST. MG Sniffin indicated . 
his intent to check with Army legal officials on t^e matter 
prior to making a decision. 

3. The SAC Command Post was informed at 292050 EST of the 
request by LTC Dyer, and the fact that MG Sniff in was 
checking with Army legal authorities. Col Freeman, AF 
Operations Center, was also informed of the status. 

4. Col Barley, Mil Asst to the Special Asst to SECDEF/ 
DEPSECDEF, has been advised of the helicopter request should 
DOD approval be required. 

5. The State Department Canadian Desk Officer has been 
kept informed of the situation. 

6. At 292230 EST MG Sniffin approved use of the helicopter 
with the following constraints: 

a. Tracking and .identification only. 

b. Apprehension by U.S. personnel not authorized. 

c. No crossing of international borders... 
















































d. Only U.S. personnel, preferably military, but including 
FBI, FAA, and Border Patrol representatives if necessary, 
will be on board the NG helicopter. 

7. MG Sniffin will initiate appropriate action to place the 
Army NC helicopter and crew on "Full Time Training Duty" 

(FTTD) . In essence', the NG helicopter will be federalized. 

8. OSD, through Col Bailey, has been advised of the approval 
and constraints in this situation and has stated OSD has no 
objections to the action. 

9. At 292249 EST the DDO (NMCC) established a conference call 
with SAC (MG Burkhart) , AFOC, AOC, and Commander 42nd Bomb 
Wing, Loring AFB informing them of the approval to use the Army 
NG helicopter with the constraints listed in para 6 above. 
Commander 42nd Bomb Wing stated that there was no utility in 
using the helicopter if it couldn't cross the border. Air 
Force representative LTC Dyer was brought into the conference 
and stated that AF had no objection to the border crossing. 

At 292300 EST the DDO. (NMCC) informed MG Sniffin of the border • 
crossing issue. 

' • \ ' 

10. At 292325 EST MG Sniffin informed the DDO (NMCC) that 
approval was granted for the NG helicopter to cross the border 
with the consent of Canadian authorities. The DDO (NMCC) 
assured MG Sniffin that the Canadians were cooperating and 
had already given consent to cross the border. 

11. At 292334 EST another conference call was convened by 
the DDO (NMCC) with the above conferees, (para 9) informing 
them of the authority to cross the border if necessfary. There 
were no further questions and ail conferees were satisified 
with the procedures established for the employment of the NG 
helicopter. 



C. D. ROBERTS, JR. 
Brigadier General, DSMC 
Deputy Director for 
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AS or 010500 


west htm 


helicopter sited at loring 


iff) At 312317 1ST, a visual sichting of an unidentified object was 
reported 4 nautical miles northwest of Lorinc AF5, Maine. The 

he - 1 - 0 coring was launched to identify the object but was 
uname to make contact. The alert helo was launched again at Old 
ES * 4 _ ir * res pcnse to a slow moving target picked up by RAPCON. This 
rtre v;as aiso unable to make contact with the object. (SOURCE* 
-nd 3W 010S252 NOV 75) 


















HELICOPTER SIGHTED AT LOSING 

(£) At 312317 EST Oct, a visual sighting of an unidentified object 
was reported 4 nautical miles northwest of. Loring AFB, Maine. ■ The 
alem heio at Loring was launched to identify the object but was 
unable to’make contact. The alert helo was launched again at 010146 
EST Nov in response to a slow moving target picked up by RAPCON. 

This sortie was also unable to make contact with the object. (SOURCE 
42D BW 010825Z NOV 75) 

(U) A copy of. messages received regarding unidentified aircraft 
flying in the vicinity of air bases will be forwarded to the 
Military Assistant*to the SECDEF. (SOURCE: MILASST TO SECDEF). 

















THE JOINT STA*r 


N M C C. 

THE NATIONAL MILITARY COMMAND CENTER 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20301 

*: 31 October 1375 

0451 EST 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

Subject: Low Flying Aircraft/Helicopter Sightings at 
rfurtsmith AFB, MI. 


1. The SAC Command, Post notified the NMCC of reported low 
flying aircraft/helicopter sightings at Wurtsmith AFB, 
Michigan at 302342 EST- 

2. * The attached 0PREP-3s give .a summary of the reported 
sightings. 


' I 


Attachments 

a/s 

Distribution: ( 

J—30 
J—31 

'DDO(NMCC) 
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Brigadier General, USAF 
Deputy Director for 
Operations (NMCC) 












UrKhP-i KtruKi 


FROM: AF/xCOCOAn 


LOG SUP r 1 ~ G 


EVEfiT: . 

T lentified Helicopter Intrusion 

U .tion: 

Nurtsnith AFB, MI 


DATE/TIME 0r EVENT.: 

30/2255E Oct 1975 
TIME REPORTED TO AFOC: 
30/2327E Oct 1975 


SAC (Lt Col“~Giordano) reports that an unidentified helicopter 
With no lights cane up over the back gate of Wurtsmich and . 
hovered over the VZeapons Storage Area and then moved on.- 
—RAPCON had it painted for a short period- A tanker at 2700 feet 
had visual and skin paint out over lake Huron for about 20 miles 
heading SE- Tanker reports he thinks he saw a second skin* paint. 
The tanker lost all contact about 35 miles SE of the base over 
the lake. Tanker is still flying trying to locate by means of * 
telephonic search with FAA and RAPCON. Increased, security 
initiated at Wurtsmith. 1 ** - . 

31/0030E Update: Lt Col Giordano (SAC Senior Controller) updates 
and corrects the above information as follows: An unidentified 
low flying aircraft came up over the back gate of Wurtsmith § and’ 
was visually sighted in the vicinity of the motor pool. ‘RAPCON 
showed several aircraft at the time, one near the V7SA (there was 
no hovering as previously reported). A tanker was dispatched 
had visual and skin paint out over Lake‘Huron of a low flying 
■vrcraft ( with lights on ) heading SE at approximately 150 knots, 
nker reports that the aircraft appeared to be joined by another 
ciixcraft (v/ith its lights on also) Tanker reports that both . 
aircraft then turned out their lights simultaneously, as if on 
signal. Tanker lost all contact approximately 35 NM SE of the 
base. Upon information that the .Dept of Natural Resources sends: 
out aircraft searching for hunters spotting dear, the Dept of 
Natural Resources was contacted? however, they maintain none of 
their aircraft were in the area at the time-_* 
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info: 

TU^-fJW PUCSHIJ2C63 .304CSM2 «T.*<S-UUUU— PUEFHQA. 


' ,.^/ffs y~z 


9 u-UUU ZNZl 
31 C$451 OCT 75 

■ j??evi c° wu.ptskttm mi /jjcdss 

•• 7EM/SAC C? :FOP.CE STATUS 
-N/SAC C 5 LOGISTICS 
:N/£AF c? FORCE STATUS 
Z\’/.8AF -C® L OCXS TICS 
KC* A/CSAF 

AA A/US Ar FWO 0 PS 0IV FT 9TTCHIEKD 


Oo 



ASSIFIED JOPRE* JIFF Y 3ES5 /F r 0 34 G/ IN /C PR EPjJ L 3 EE II NE /7 S- Cg 1-01 
3452 CSC ADVISED THAT THE SECURITY GUARD AT SACX'GATE 
TEC AN U MI DE MT IF IE 0 AI 34 FT F LYING LG W CV EP THE SASE AT 
OX C223Z . INITIAL 3E°CP T TO C? SAID THAT AIRCRAFT WAS ALSO 
9V EC IN THE VICINITY 0 F WS A HOWEVER* L AT E9 REPORTS SAIO THAT ’ 
PA FT 03SE3VEC NAY HAVE BEEN A KC-I35 IN THE LOCAL TRAFFIC 
EPN. AT 033CZ KC—135 SAID THAT THEY HAD SKTN FAINTED ON 
?. 'AN AIRCRAFT S 1/2 MILES NE OF BASE 3 U7 CCULD NOT S =>0 T . 

419 CPA FT VISUALLY. AT A»90X C35CZ THE KC-135 °ICKE0 UP THE 
ENTr r IE0 AIRCRAFT NE OF THE BASE AT APPROX 0 20/2 L ON A VISUAL 
32 PU CS HI J 20 58 UNCLAS' H 

'TNG ^ KC-135 SAID HE SAW TWO AI PC RAFT IN A TRAIL FORMATION' 

GO APPROX r5C KIAS HEADING SOUTH. KC-1 35 SAID KE LOST CONTACT 
WITH THE ^CRMATTCN AT C4 13Z WITH THE : UNIDENTIFIED FORMATION CN 
THE KOSC 115/35 KC-135 TRACKED THE AIRCRAFT SOUTH TO T HE MICH. 

TH'JM 3- AREA AND BACK NORTH TC THE BASE AREA 4 .VJM3ER CF TIMES* * 
EACH TIME THE KC —i 35 LOST VI SJ AL SIGHTING. KC -1 35 LAMOED WHEN 
FUEL A=>90ACHED 01 MINI HUMS. INVESTIGATIONS IN PROGRESS* REPORTS 
TO FOLLOW AS INFO IS OBTAINED 
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-2Co £ 

OTCUZYUW 3 UC SHIJ 2368 3 04 GS US 0 03 4-UUUU' 


3 04 OS 48 





























DDO UPDATE 


AS or 310500 


LOV: FLYING AIRCRAFT/?! ELICOPTER SIGHTINGS 

(U) The SAC Senior Controller notified the NMCC at 3023 
of unidentified lev;-flying aircraft/helicopter sighting 
VJurtcmith AF3, MI. One aircraft was visually sighted i 
vicinity of the motor pool. RAPCOK showed several cbje 
radar at the same time. A tanker was dispatched to the 
obtained both visual and radar shin paint of two aircra 
aircraft had lights on initially but appeared to turn t 
simultaneously. (SOURCE: OPREP-3 302327 OCT 75) 

















DDO UPDATE 


as or osi 4 oo zs? kov 1575 

UFO SIGHTING t 

(U) From 0S0253 EST Nov 75 to 08042C EST Nov 75, Malmstrom ATS >*T 
and four SAC sites reported a series of visual and radar contacts 
with unidentified flying objects. Several reports from the same 
locations included jet engine sounds associated with the observed 
bright lights. Two interceptors scrambled from 24th NORAD Region 
failed to make contact with the UFO’s. 

(U) The UFO sightings occurred on an extremely clear night. Visibili' 
was 45 miles. Although northern lights will cause phenomena similar 
to the received reports, weather services indicated no possibility 
of northern lights during the period in question. . (SOURCE: NMCC" 

MFR 080600 EST NOV 75. 




























AS OF 032200 


NOV 7 5 


NORTH DAKOTA 

(U) At 032115 EST a penetration of the flight line at Grand Forks AF 
by unknown persons was reported by AFOC, At least two KC-135 airera 
were hit by small arms fire. Security forces with dogs are tracking 
the unknown attackers. (SOURCE: AFOC) 
































































































REPORT OF AIR FORCE RESEARCH 
REGARDING THE 
'ROSWELL INCIDENT’ 



REPORT OF AIR FORCE RESEARCH REGARDING 
- THE “ROSWELL INCIDENT" 


EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The 1 Rosweii Indoor 1 rears to an event teat supposedly happened in iuiv, 1947. wnerem 
the Army Air Forces t AAF) allegedly recovered of a crashed “flying disc* near 

Rosweil. New Mexico. In February, 1994. the General Accounting Office t'GAO), acting 
on the request of a New Mexico Congressman, irnmea an audit to attempt to locate 
recoros of sues an mddent ana to determine if records rr ? *™* ? h were p r oge ny handled. 
Althougn the GAO effort was to look at a number of gov e rnm e n t agencies, the a p p ar e nt 
focus was on the Air Force. S AF/AAZ. as the Central Point of Contact for the GAO in 
this matter, imriareh a systematic search of c ur ren t Air Force offices as weii as numerous 
archives and records cent e rs mat might hdn explain this matter. Research reveaied that 
the “Rosweti Incident ’ was not even considered a UFO event unni the 1973-1980 time 
rame. Friar to mat. the modem was dismiss ed because the AAF ongmaiiv idennned the 
c tons recovereo as oeing mat of a weainer galloon. SubseaueaxiY, various autnors wrote 
a manner of booxs claim mg mat. not onzy v?as aeons from an alien spacecraft re cov er e d, 
but aiso me boaies of the emits auen occuoants. These continue to evoive today 
.".a the Air Force is now routmeiv acaisea of engagmg in a ‘cover-up’* of this supposed 
event. 

The research iocated no records at costing Air Force offices that indicated any ‘cover- 
up” by the USAF or any indication of such a recovery. Consequently, efforts were 
intensified by Air Force researchers at numerous locations v/nere records for the period in 
question were stored. The records reviewed did not reveai any increase m operations, 
security, or any other aenvity in July, 1947, that indicated any such unusuai event may 
hdve occurred. Recoros were iocateo ana thoroughly exotored con cernin g a then-TOP 
SECRET baiioon project. assignee to crtrr.r: to monitor Soviet nuciear tests, known as 
Protect Mogul. Addirionaiiv. several surviving project oersonnei were tocatea ana 
mtemewea. as was the omy surviving person wno recovered debns horn the ongmai 
Rosweu site in 1947. ana die former officer who inidaiiy identified the wreckage as a 
baiioon. Comnanson of ail information devdooed or obtained indicated that the material 
rrcoverea near Rosweil was consistent with a baiioon aevic.; and most likely rrom one of 
the Mogul balloons that had not been previously recovered. Air Force rese a rch efforts did 
not aisdose any r e co r d s of the recovery of any “alien” bodies or extraterrestrial materials. 

INTRODUCTION 

.Air Force involv em e nt in the aiiegea UFO-related inddem popuiariy known as the 
“Roswell Incident” began as the result of a January 14. 1994, Washington Post article 
(Atcfa 1) which announced Congressman Steven S chiefs intern to lmnaic a General 
Accounnng Office t GAO) effort to resoive this comrovernai matter. Having previously 
been involved in numerous Freedom of Information Act (TOIA) and Congressional 



recuests on 'unusual ai rman , tc inauae umnermnea xiym* -- 

Director. Secunrv ana Special Program Overscan Office ox the ieoearv of tr.e Air 
Force. 1 SAF/AAZ) beiieyea the Air Force would become invoivea in anv uAO effort 
involving this suoiecL 

Thun in iaie January, 1994, SAF/AAZ directed its r c sc a r eard cdassifi ci a on team 
SAF/AAZD. to an emp t to lo cate any official records reianve to this matter. These irmiai 
researcn efforts tbcusea on recoros at tne Air Force Historical Re s ea r cn Agencv 
(AFHRA). Maxweii AFB. AL. the Air Force Safety Agency lAFSA) at Kirtiana AFB. 

NM arm the National Archives and Recoros A d m i nistrati on tNARAl 

On February 15, 1994, the GAO offiriaiiy notmeri Se cretar y of Defense William J. Perry 
than it was inmaeng an audit of the Department of Defense tDoD) policies ana 
procedures for acquiring, classifying, reaming, and disnostng of official gov ernm ent 
documents dealing with weather balloon, ai rcraft , and sixzmar crash indriems iAtch 2). 

This nonheanon was suoseauentrv passed to the Department of Defense Inspector General 
•vno it turn officially northed the Secretaries of the Services and other aixectea names of 
tne a unit m a February 23, 1994, memo i Aten 31. This memorannum mdicat ea that the 
‘GAO is anxious to respond to Reorese m anve Schiffs request ana to aisnei anv concerns 
tnar tne DoD is oemg unresoonsrve.” These were tne first offidai US Government 
aocumenu that indicated that the ourpose of the GAO was to review '‘crasn inddenrs 
involving weamer oaiioons ana unknown aircraft suen as UFOs ana foreign aircraft and 
(2) the facts involving the reported crasn of an UFO in 1949 (sic, 1947) at Rosweil New 
Mexico .. (and an) alleged DoD cover-up.” 

An entrance meeting of potennaiiy concerned parties was held in the offices of the DoD 
Insuectcr G e nera l on. February 28, 1994. During this meeting it was iearaed that, ^luie 
the auait officially wouid be reviewing the records of a number of DoD (and possibly 
outer Executive Branca entities'), the buik of the erion wouid be focused on Air Force 
. -cares zlz systems. The auait was offidaiiv given the GAO coae 701034. ana entnied 
‘?,ecoras Management Procedures Dealing With Weainer Baiioon. Unknown .Aircraft 
.2 Sinuiar Crasn I ncident s." Althougn this offidai title appearea rather oroad, there was 
no misunderstanding that tne real purpose was to anempt to locate recoros and/or 
informauen on the “Rosweil Incident.” This incident, explained later in more detail 
generally dealt with the daim thai in July of 1947, the US Army Air Forces lUSAAF) 
recovered a flying saucer aid /or its alien occupants which supposedly crashed near 
Rosweil New Mexico. When tne US AAF ultimately became the United States Air Fore 
(USAF) in September. 1947, the USAF inherited equipment, personnel records, policies, 
and procedures From the AAF. In this particular case, the Air Force also inherited the 
allegation that it had “covered up" the “Rosweii Incident” and has connaica to do so for 
the next 47 years. 

Within the Air Force, the Office of the Admini saasr /e Assistant to the Secreanr of the Air 
Force tSAF/AA) is responsible both for information management procedures tSAF/AAI) 
and secunry poiicv and oversight (SAF/AAZ). Because of this organxzanon. SAF/AA was 



:ne logical cnnrv xo assist the GAO in us anon ana SAF/AAZ was omdaiiY namea as tne 
Central Point of Contact for this eaaeavor t Aten 4), Sobseouenuv. the rnen- 
Adnnmstranve Assistant. Mr. Robert i. McCormick, issuea a taseng memorancum oaten 
Marcn i. 1994 lAich 5), to a number of current Air Staff ana Secremnai offices mat 
might possibiy have reeoras reiatea to suen an mo dem i£ indeed, something nad acniaiiy 
oconrea. This seared for reeoras was purposeiv iimhed to Air Force reeoras ana systems 
smee: 

(a) The Air Force had no authonry to corapei otner agcnoes to review their records: 

(b) The Air Force would have no way xo monitor tne completeness of then efforts if they 
did; ana 

(c) the overall effort was the tasx ana responsibility of the GAG—not the Air Force. 

During the in-briefing process with GAO. it was learned that this audit was. indeed, 
general en at the specific rrauest of Con gr e ssm an Steven Schixx of New Mexico. Eariier. 
Congressman Scfaiff had wmten to the Depa rtm e nt of Defense Legisiative Liaison Office 
for infonnaiion on the “Rosweii Incident” ana had been auvised that it was oan of the 
former UFO “Protect Sluebook'* that nan previously been turned over xo NARA by the 
.Air Force. Congressman Schiff suoseauenuy ieamea mom NARA that, aithougn they aid. 
indeed, have tne "Bluebook" matenais. the “Rosweii Incident 1 was not pan of that repon. 
Congressman Schiffi apparentiy perceiving tnar he had been ‘stonewaiied” by the DoD. 
then generated the request for the aforemennonea audit. 

It is within this context that the following research and assistance efforts were conduced 
in support of the GAO. This repon is imended to stand as the final offidai Air Force 
response regarding this marter. 


THE "ROSWELL INCIDENT" —WHAT WAS ORIdNALLY REPORTED IN 1947 

The modern preoccupation with wnat uiumateiv ;ame to oe caueu Unidesufied Firing 
Objects fLTOs) actually began in June. :947. A though some or )-uFO researeners argue 
that signungs of UFOs go back to Blblicai times, most researcher! wail not dispute that 
anything in UFO history can compare with the or enomenon that began in 1947. What 
was later cnaracenzea as “the UFO Wave of 19*17" began with .6 aiiegea sightings that 
occum q between May 17 and July 12. 1947, (although some researchers claim there 
were as many as 800 sightings during that periodi. Interesnxudy, die “Rosweii Incident” 
was not considered one of these i947 events unni the 1978-1980 time frame. There is no 
dispute, however, that someddng happened near Rosweii in July, 1947, since it was 
reported in a number of contemporary newspaper ai ridcs: the most famous of which were 
the Juiy 8 and Juiy 9 edidons of the Rosweii Daily Record . The July 8 ediiion reported 
“RAAF Captures riving Saucer On Rancn In Rosweii Region.'' whiie me next day’s 
edition reported. “Ramey Empties Rosweii Saucer 1 and “Harassed Rancher Who Located 
‘Saucer’ Sorry He Told About It.” 



The rirst srorv reouueu tnai me internsence Officer of the i09tn fioxno vjtuuu. 
at Rosweii AAF. Maior Jesse a. Marcm. nad r c c ovcre a a “flying cusc”’ flxa tne range 
lands of an umdennueri rancner in the viaxhsy of Rosweii ana that ms disc nad been 
“flown to higher headquarters. '* Thai same story aiso re ooned that a Rosweii co unts 
ciaaneo to nave seen a targe unidentified object riv by their home on July 2. 1947. 


The iuiy 9 edition of the paper noted that Brigadier General Roger Ramey, Commander of 
the Ei ghth Air Force at Forth Worth. Texas. gated that upon rxn mi nation the oebris 
recovered by Maxes: was de termin ed to be a weather balloon. The wreckage was 
desenbed as a bundle of tinfoil broken wood beams, and rubber remnants of a 

balloon_" The addhinnai story of the “harassed rancher 1 identified him as W.W. Braxet 

of Lincoln County, New Mexico. He ^armgq that he and his son. Vernon, found the 
material on June 14. 1947, when they “came upon a large area of bright w r eckage made 
up of rubber strips. cnfbiL a rather tough paper, and sucks.'’ He picked un some of the 
debns on iuiy 4 and ."..the next day he nrst heara about me flying discs and wondered if 
what he had found might have oeen the remnants or' one of these.'’ Braze: subsequently 
went to Rosweii on iuiy 7 ana conraaea the Sheriff who app a rently notnied Maior 
Marcs:. Maior Manx: ana “a man in main clothes'' then ac compani ed Braze: home to 
pick us tne rest of the nieces. The aiude further retaiea that Braze; thouent that tne 
maienz:: 

’’..might have been as iarge as a table top. The caiioon which neid it 
up, if that is how it woncea. must have been about 12 feet long, he fed. 
measuring the distance by the size of the room in which he sat. The 
rubber was smoky gray m color and s catter ed over an area about 200 
yams in diameter. When the debris was gathered up the tinfoil, paper, 
tape. and.sticks made a bundle about three feet long and 7 or 8 inches 
thick, while the rubber made a bundle about IS o* 20 inches iong and 
about 3 inches thick. In ail he estimated the ettire lot wouid have 
wognea mayoe five uounas. There was r.c sign of anv meta: in the 
area which might have oeen used for an engine and no sign oi any 
pruned era of any Kind. Althougn at least one paper nn had been uued 
onto some of the tinfoil There were no words to be found anywnert 
on the instrument aiihougn there were letters on some of the parts. 
C on s id erable scotch tape and some tape with flowers praxtea upon it 
had beta used in the construction. No suing or wire were to be found 
but there were some eyelets in the paper to indicate that some soit of 
junchmem may have bees used. Braze; said that he had previously* 
found two weather balloons on the ranch, but that what he found this 
time did not in any way resemble either of these.'* 


EVOLUTION OF THE EVENT FROM 1947 TO THE PRESENT 





uencrei jsjsbbssy s press cniuuacc ana ra u *»»— —- 

a UFO-r eiaxeri rami 1978. aitnousm some UFO researcners air'-* '--21 mere were 
several obtuse references to it in i950’s era literature. Rosweil for example, is not 
ngg n rca to in the o xficiai USAF invesnganon of UFOs repor t ed in Project Bluebook or ns 
predecessors. Project Sign and Project Grudge, wnica ran from i94S-1969 (which 
Congressman Setoff subsequently ieamea when he maae his ongmai inquiry). 

In 1978, an unde appeared in a tahlfiiri newspaper, the National Inquirer, which reported 
the former officer. Marco. Narnwri that he had recovered UFO debris near. 

Rosweil in 1947. Also in 1978, a UFO reseamer, Stanton Friedman, met with Marca 
anq b egan inv es t igatin g the Natm< mat the ** ? *?*"« » { Marcei ngnbiffd was from a 
UFO. Similariy, two authors, Wflfiam L. Moore and Chanes Bate, also engaged in 
research which led them to publish a book. The Rosweil Incident. in 1980. In this book 
they repo r ted they interviewed a number of persons who claimed to have been pre se n t at 
Rosweil in 1947 and pr o f e sse d to be either first or second hand witnesses to strange 
rverns that supposedly occurred. Since 1978-1980, otner UFO researchers, most notably 
Donaid Schmitt and Kevin Randle, ciaim to have located ana interviewed even more 
versons witn suoposed knowledge of unusual happesmgs at RosweiL These included 
■am aviiian ana former imiiiary persons. 

\ddiuonahy, the Robert Stack-hosted television snow 'Unsolved Mysteries ’ devoted a 
large portion of one show to a “re-creadon’ of the supposed Rosweil events. Numerous 
other television shows have done likewise, particularly during the last several years and a 
nade-for-TV movie on the subject is due to be released tins summer. The overall thrust 
of these snides, books and shows is that the “Rosweil Incident” was actually the crash of 
a craft hum another worid. the US Gov ernmen t recovered it. and has been “covering up” 
this tact from the American public since 1947. using a combination of disinformation, 
-idicuie. and threats of bodiiy harm, to do so. Generally, the US Air Force sears the brant 
~f theSC 

■rora the rather benign descrintion of the “event ’ and the recovery of somt. maxenai as 
iesenbed in the ongmai newspaper accounts, the “Roswel Incident 5 has since grown to 
mythical (if not nysccai) proportions in the eyes and mind.; of some researchers, portions 
of the media and at least pan of the American public. There are also now severai major 
variations of the “Rosweii story.” For exampie, it was oriamaily repor te d t:iat there was 
>jniy recovery of debris from one sue. This has si n ce grown com a manna : amount of 
Jebris recovered from a smaii area to airpiane ioads of debris from znuiripie huge “debris 
adds.” likewise, the retariveiy simple de scripti on of sticks, paper, tape and tinzbii has 
since grown to exotic metais with hieroglyphics and fiber cpuc-fike t"***™*? Most 
versions now claim that there were two crash sites where debris was recovered: and at the 
second she. alleged bodies of exzraxerrestnai aliens were supposedly retrieved. The 
number of these "alien bodies” r ecove red also varied. These claims are further complicated 
by the fact that UFO researchers are not in a g r e e m ent among tnemsaves as to exactly 
where these recovery sites were located or even the dates of the d igged crastoes). 
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maienai mssrcm. x cesin g locals awav. ana rszgsss me recoverrc wreaage tana 
ooaies j to Roswcn uncer cm r cn civ tigm secunrr for funner p r o ces s ing ana later 
•xnioitancn. 

Once oacx at Rnswen AAF. ii is generally anegeo that specai measures were taicea to 
noroY hinder neaoauarxers ana arransemenrs mnn* to nave r e go verea mat emus snippeu to 
other lo cations nor anaivsis. These lo canoas Ft. Worm. Teas. the home of the 

rigmn Air rrrrgg &**fimtarrrrT’ pn^bjy Samba Base t HOW MTtianO AFBT NffW Mean CO I 
possibly Andrews AAF. Mamma. ana always to Wright Fieiri. now known as Wright- 
Patterson AfB. Ohio. The tarter location was the home of *T-t" which later oceanle 
icnown as the Air Technical I nt elli g e nce Center t ATIQ ash the Air M arena Command 
f AMQ. ana would, in aa he a iogicai locannn to study unxnown materials ifom 
•vnaicver origin. Most of the Rosweii stones tn^t enma m the reco v ery 1 of alien bodies also 
mow tnsm pang snnmea to Wright Field. Once tne matenal ana bodies were dispersed 
for runner analysis and/or escntoitanon. the governme nt m general, ana the Army Air 
Forces in oanxauar. men engaged in coverms up aii info rmati on raaxrng to the alleged 
rrasn ana recaverv. mauarng tne use of secumv oatns to mhitanr persons ana the use of 
coercion uncnioing anegeo aeatn tnreaisi to otners. This, as tneonzec bv some UFO 
resezreners. nas aiiowea the gove rnme n t to keen tne got mat there is intelligent 
sxtraiaiestnai life mom tne American public for 47 years. It aten supposeaiy aiiowea the 
US Government to exmoit rccoverea acrai erresmai matenais by r e v e rs e engineering 
rn^y n ultimately providing such thmiry as sber ouuc yT^mh tccanoiozv. The “death 
threats.'* oaths, and other forms of coercion giigggq to nave been rrrr*^- out by the Army 
Air Forces oersonnei to keen peonie ifom raHring save a ppar en tl y not bees very riTccnv e. 
as several hunored people are gaimen to have come fo"ward (without narmi with some 
laiowteage cf the‘‘Rosweii Incident' 1 during interview! with non-government researchers 
ana the media. 

Adding somr measure of crecibiiitv to tne maims tnat nave arisen i^gge 197S is the 
aoparem ccom of researen of some ox tne autaors anaextent of thtT efforts. Their 
c;auns are:essence somewnai. however, dv the fbet almost aii then infcrmanon came 

horn verbal reoorts many years after tne aiieseo Tncr de t'* occurred. Manv of the persons 
intemeweo were, in elcl stanonea an or lived near Rosweii dunng the ume in question, 
ana a mange of them ciaim military service. Most, nowever. relaxed thnr stones in their 
older yean, v/eii arier tne fact. In otner cases the information provided is second or third- 
hand. having seen passed througn a rriena or reiasxve after the ormcmai had died. What is 
umoueiy iackmg in the enure exploration ana ccoiohaxzon of the "Rosweii Incident" is 
official Dosnxve documentary or pnyacai evidence of anv kind that s up p orts the maims of 
those who allege that something unusual happened. Con v er s e ly , there nas never been any 
orevious documentary evidence proaucea by those wnc wouid debunk the incident to 
show tnat somcming aid not nappen: although logic gigrarr* that bureaximanes do not 
spena time aocumemmg non-events. 

SEARCH STRATEGY .AND METHODOLOGY 




might remit to tne ‘Rosweii incaem; : ana to oroviac tne GAO win ins us*. —- 

complete info rmati on avaiiabie. SAF/AAZ ccnstraoca a strategy oasea on airea tasmng 
mom tne Office of the Secret a ry, to end: info rmati on from tnose xunmonai offices ana 
organizations wnere suen information micnt iogicabv be contained. This inciudea 
direcnng searenes at current offices wnere sneoai or unusual protects nugnt oe cainea 
oul as weti as ixisroncai organizations. aremves. ana re cor as centers over wnich the Air 
Force ccmc d same d e gree of control. R e se arcne rs aid not. nowever. go to tne US 
Anrrv to review nistoncai recoras in areas suen as missiie iaunenes from White Sanaa. or 
to tne D epar t me nt of Energy to deter min e if its forerunner, tne Atomic Energy 
Commission, nan anv recoras of nuciear-rmrea incidents max might have occunea ax or 
near Rosweii in 1947. To do so wouid have encroacnea on GAO’s charter in mis matter. 
What Air Force researcners aid do. however, was to search for recoras stiii unaer Air 
Force control p er t aining to these suoiect areas. 

In oraer to actc min c parameters for tne most proauenve searen of recoras. a review was 
5rst ccnauctea of the maior woncs regaining tne “Rosweii Indaenf avaiiabie :n the 
romnar literature. These woncs induced: The Rosweti Innaem. ;!980) bv William 
Mocre ana Chanes Benitz: “Crasnea Saucers: Evidence in Searen of Proof* "985) by 
Moore; The UFO Crtsn at Rorwgf (1991) by Kevin Ranoie ana Donaid Schmm: The 
Truth About tne UFO Crasnat Rosweii, (1994) aiso by Ranoie ana Schmitt: “he 
Rosweii Reoorr A HisTOTVcdPerrpcctrve. (1991), George M. Ebernart. Editor: “The 
Rosweii Events.” (1993) complied by Fred Whiting; Crash at Corona 1 1992) by Stanton 
T. Frieoman and Don Beriiner. as weii as numerous other arxxdes wmten oy a co mbinatio n 
of the aoove and other resea rcners . Coliecmreiy, the above rep resent the **pnf UFO 
writers who aiiege tnat the gov ernm e nt is engaged in a conspiracy. There are no speeme 
books wntten cnnre iv on tne theme that nothing nacoened at Rosweii. However. Curtis 
Peebles in Watch the Skies! (1994) discussed the Development nf the UFO storv and 
gruwtn ox suoseauent ciaims as a onenomenon. There nas aiso oeen senous research as 
weii as a numoer of amaiied articles wnrten ov so-caned “dehuncers' of Roswed ana other 
modems, most notac:y Phiiio i. Klass wno writes The ekeorrea' Inquirer newsletter. and 
Robin Todd, a pnvaie researener. The concerns ana ciaims of ail the aoove aumors ana 
omen were consiaerea in conaucung tne USAF recoras searen 

It was aiso oeoded. particularly alter a review of the aoove popular iitennire. :nax no 
specific axtempt wouii be mane to try to refute, point by point, die numerous ciaims made 
in the various oubiicanons. Many of these eiaim* appear to be hearsay, undocumented, 
taxen out of context, seif-serving, or otnenvise dubious. Additionally, many of die above 
autnors are not even in agreement over various ciaims. Most notable of the contusing and 
now ever-cnangmg ciaims is the co ntroversy over the date s) of the aiiegea indaent. the 
exact iocanoms) of die purported debris and the extent of the wreckage. Such 
discrepancies in ciaims maoe the searen much more difficult by greasrv exnanamg the 
volume of records that had to be searched. 



example: One of the popular cooks mennonea mat was rrvieweo ci agnc a ~.- 

.iao sunnacea me names ana senai numoers of “over two aozen per s onnel s ta aa n caat 
Rosweii in Juiy, i 947, to the Veterans Aamxmsranonana the Defense Department to 
co nfirm tnesr mziiraiv service. They tnen iistea eleven of these d arsons cv name ana asked 
the qu estio n: *‘\Vhy aoes nettner tne Defease D epanme m nor ine Veteran s 
Adnsmsxxanon nave recorus of any of these men wnen we can aoaimcni mat each servea 
at Rosweii Army Air Field." That ciaim sounded serious so S AF/AA2D was tasked to 
cnecg these eleven names m the Personnel Recorns Center m St. L ou is, Using ornythe 
names (since the authors did not list the senai rummers) the reaearcnsr quickiy fauna 
recoras readiiy identmaoie with eight of these persons. The orner th re e had sues commo n 
names teat mere ccuid have oeen rnuiapie po ssibilities interestingly, one of the iisxed 
“missing'' persons had a casualty report in ins recorns reneenng that he died in 1951. while 
the writers panned to have inremewea him i or a cerson of the exact same name ) in 1990. 

While the historical document searen was in progress. it was decided to attempt to iocate 
end interview several pers on s ldenmied as suii living wno ccuid cossibiv answer 
cuesuons generatea by tne researen. This nan never ceen omdaiiv aone oefore. anhougn 
most of me persons comaaca reponea mat mey nan aiso ceen comaaea in the oast oy 
some of the listen authors or orner novate researeners. in orner to counter cossibie hmire 
arguments tnaz me persons interviewee were sail “ccvermg up " matenai because of prior 
security oaths, me interviewees were provided wun autnonzanon mom either me 
Secretary of the Air Force or the Senior Security QfEoai of the Air Force that wouid 
omriaiiv allow discussion of dassmed inmnnauon. if applicable, or rice mem from any 
prior restriction in discussing the matter, if suen existed. Agam. the focus was on 
interviewing pers on s that couid address specric issues'raised by r e sear c h and no 
consiaeranon was erven to try and iocate every aiiegea witness daimed to have been 
contacts by tne vanous autnors. For example, one of the interviewees tnougnt vrtai to 
obtam an omdai signea. sworn state ment mom was Sheridan Cavitt. L: CoL USAF 
^Retires i who is the last living memoer of the tnree persons umversaiiv aomowiedged to 
nave rccoverea material from me Foster Ranee. Cihers were aiso intemewea as 
mformanon aeveiopea idiscussea in aemii later j. Additionally.'in some cases survivors of 
acceasea persons were aiso contacted in an aztemot to iocate vanous recoros tnougnt to 
have ceen in the ciignav of the aeceasea. 


Even mougn Air Force research ongmaiiv starrea in Jammy, * 994, the rirsi omdai Air 
Force-wide tasking was directed by the March 1 . 1994. meznoranoum mom SAF/AA. 
(Alch 5) ana was andressea to inose current Air Sian eiemerrrs that wouid be the iikdv 
reposnery tor any recoros. pamoiiany if there was anything of an extraordinary nature 
uxvoived. This meant that the searen was not iimhea to undassined materials, bur aiso 
wouid indude rec or ds of the highest d assm e an on ana camoanmentazzon. 


Tne sneeze Air StafFSecretanar omces auened induded the fallowing: 

(a) SAF/AAL Directorate of Informauon Management 

(b) SAF/AQL. Directorate of Electronics and Soecai Programs 
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. a) AF/KO. .Air Force Historian 

(e) AF/IN. Ait Fora intelligence: inducing Air Force intedigence Agencv—-iFLA. ana 
me Nanonai Air intelligence Center. NAIO 

(f) AF/XOW. Directorate of Weainer 

lg) (anaed iaien The Air Force Office of Special investigations tAFOSD 

In anfimnn to the above Air Staff and Secretariat offices. SAF/AAZ also reviewea 
ap pi Dona te ciassmcd recoms for any tie-in to tins matter. With regards to nighiy ci a s sm cd 
record. it s hould be noted that any p r o grams etnmov security measures or 

controls are known as a Specai Access Programs (SAPs). Tne authority for.suca 
progr ams com es from Executive Order 12236 ana flow* sum the Department of Defense 
to the Services via DoD Directive 5205.7. These p rogram s are nnoiemmie a in the Air 
Force by Policy Directive i 6-7. ana Air Force insmicnon 16-701. These aireenves 
contain detailed resnnremests far controlling and r epo rtin g, in a very strict manner, ail 
S APs. This incl u de s a report morn the Se cretary of the Air Force to the Secretary of 
Defense land mumate:v to Congress) on aii SAPs suommea for approval, ana a 
:arm:canon uiai mere ire no "SAP-like" pro gram s oemg operated. These reporting 
reauiremenis are stmuiatea in ouoiic iaw. 

It followed men. mat if the Air Force nad recovered some rype of extraterresmai 
spaccsafr ana/or ooaies ana was exploiting mis for saentmc ana tectmciogy purposes, 
then such a program would be operatea as a SAP. SAF/AAZ. the Central Office for ail 
Air Force SAPs. has knowledge ol and secunry o ver s ight over, ail SAFs. SAF/AAZ 
categorically crated that no such Special Access Programs) ex is t s that ter ra i n to 
extraterresmai spaceeraff/aiiens. 

Likewise, the Secretary of the Air Force and the Chief of Staff! who heaa the Special 
Program Oversight Committee wmch ov er s ees aii sensitive pro gram s in me Air Force, hid 
r.o Knowledge c: the existence of anv suen pr o g ram involving, or reiatin’t to the events u 
Rosweii or m: aiiegea tecnnoiogy that suoposeaiy resulted mereffom. ; esioes me 
odvious irregularity ana illegality of k ee p in g suen inro rmau on fr om the most senior Air 
Force omdais. it would aiso be iiiogicaL since tnese officials are responsible for oo ta i n i ng 
funding for ooeranons. researen. development, ana secuntv. Without tunning such a 
program, operation, or organranon could not exist. Even to keep such a fact "covered- 
up” in some son of passive “caretaker satus ; ’ would involve money. More importantly, it 
wouid invoive peopie ana create paperwork. 

The aforementioned March 1, 1994. SAF/AA tacicing generated neganve responses (Aich 
6-12) from ail recipients: i.e. all offices reported that tney had no informa tion that would 
explain me modem. Conseauentiv, these negative responses ied to an increase in the 
aireaav on-gomg mstoncai researen at rec o rds and archives. 

The extensive archivai ana recoras center search was systematically earned out ai by the 
SAF/AAZD Dectassmcauon Review Team. This team is composed entirely oi Air Force 
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Reserve perso na e: wno nave extensive naming ana exocnem* u* - 

recoros. tFrevious enbns inauae me Sourness Asia Dedassncanon Review, 
aeoassmcanon of POW/MIA recoros. ana the review of the Gulf War. Air Power Survey 
records). The team memoers ail had the remnsiic seoxnty clearances for cla s s ified 
tnfbrmanon *nh haa me authomv of the Secretary of the Air Force to declassify any 
ciassmed record they found that rmgjir be reiatea to RosweiL SAF/AAZD conducted 
reviews at a number of locations, inducing: the Nadonai Archives m Wasmngtan. DC; 
the Kaiionai Personnel Recoros Center. St Louis. MO; the N ad o n ai Araaves. Suitiand 
MD; the Nadonai Records Center. SuitlancL MD; Navai Research Laboratory, 

Wasnineron. DC; Federai Recoros Center. Ft Worth. TX. the INSCOM Arahves. Ft 
Meaoe. MD; Nadonai Air and Space M useum. Washington. DC; Air Force Historical 
Researcn Agency, Maxweti AFB. AL. Center for Air Force History, Boiling AFB. DC; 
Phillies Laboratory, Hanscom AFB. MA and Klrdano AFB. NM; Rome Laboratory, 
Griffiss aFB. NY; ana the Library of Congress. Washington. DC. 

A listing of the specific recorc areas searched is appended as Atch 13. The areas manned 
ail those suoject areas iogicailv beiieveo to possibiy contain anv refere n ce to actrvities at 
Rosweii AAF during xne penoo of time in auesnon. It is armapaten that attractors irum 
this effort wiii comoiain tnat "they aid not searen recoro group x. box y, or red z. 
etc.; mat's wnere tne rear recoros arc;’’ Such complaints are unavoidable ana there is no 
possioie way tnat the minions of recoros unaer Air Force control couid be searched page 
by page. The team endeavoreo to mare logical searenes in those piaces where rec or ds 
would likely be fauna. They were assisted in this task by archivists, historians, and 
recoros management specialists, inducing ex pe r ience d persons who have continually 
worxed in Army and Air Force records systems since 1943. The team aiso searched some 
recora areas that were r ec omm ended by senous private rese arche rs such as Robert Todd, 
who nad independently obtained almost encyclopedic knowledge of the comoiexities of 
.Air Force records systems, parnciiiarfy as reiatea to this suoject area. 

Not suransinsiy, the researcn team found the usual numoer of problems in many of the 
recoros centers t particularly St. Louis! with misniing, ion or imspiacca documents, 
mismanang of documents, or the breaking up of record groups over the years and renting 
in different systems. This included, for example, a smaii amount of missing “dedmai files'’ 
mom tne 509th Bomo Group a: Rosweii that covered the years 1945-1949. that were 
mancea on the index as “destroyed.” The researeners noted that there was no pattern to 
any anomalies found and that most discrepancies were nmor and consistent with what 
they nad founo in the past on similar projects. 

WHAT THE ROSWELL INCIDENT WAS NOT 

Before discussing specific positive resuits that these efforts reveaied. it is first approp riate 
to aiscuss those things, as indicated by information available to the Air Force, that the 
“Rosweii Incident” was not: 


An Airoiane Crash 
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Vi au tnc inines max are aocumemca. anu -...-- 

aeanea ana scrupulous are airmane crasnes. In fact. records of air ensues go oaac to me 
nrsr years of rniiiiarv flight, Safety records ana reports are available for aii crasnes max 
involved senous damage. iniury, aeatn. or a coxnomanon of these amors. These recoins - 
aiso inaude madents involving e xper im ental or classified air or an. USAF records showed 
thax betwee n June 24. 1947. ana Juiy 28, 1947. there were rive crasnes in New Mexico 
alone, involving A-26C. P-51N. C-82A. P-80A ana PQ-14B airman: however, none of 
these were on the datets) in quesnon nor in the areatsi in question. 

One of the additional areas speoncaiiv set forth by GAO in its enbrts was to deai with 
how tne Air Force land others) soeoncaiiv documenxea ." .weather baiioon:..and other 
crash incidents In tins area, the searcn enbrts revealed thax mere are no air safety 
recoros pertaining to weather bailoon crashes fail weather balloons ’crash" sooner or 
iateri; however, there are provisions for generanng reports of “crashes" as ground safety 
modems in the uniikeiv chance that a bailoon injures someone or causes carnage. 

However, sucn recoros are omv maintained for nve years. 

A Missiie Crasn 

A crasnea or errant missiie. usually riescnoed as a captured German V-2 or one of its 
variants, is sometimes sei fonh as a possible explanation for me debris reccverea near 
Rosweii. Since much of this tecung oone at nearpv White Sanas was secret at the time, it 
wouid be logical to assu m e mat me government would handie any missiie misnap under 
tight seamy, pameuiariy if the misnap ocoirrea on private iand. From t! .e records 
reviewed by the Air Force, however, there was nothing located to sugger that this was 
the case. Althougn the buik of remaining testing records are under the ccntroi of the US 
Army, the subject nas aiso been very weii documented over the yean within Air Force 
recoros. There wouid be no reason to keep such information classifi ed today. The USAF 
found no indicators or even hints max a missiie was invoived in this matter. 


Nuclear Accident 

One of the areas considered was mat wnatever Happened near Rosweii m::v r.zve involved 
nuciear weapons. This was a logical area of concern since me 509th Borne Group was the 
oniy military unit in the wond a*, me time mat nan access to nuciear weapons. Again, 
reviews of available records gave no indication that tnis was the case. A numoer of 
records suii classified TOP SEC RET ana SECRET-RESTRICTED DATa having to do 
with nuciear weapons were located in the Federai Records Center in St Louis. MO . 

These records, which pertainea to the 509th. had nothing to do with any aenvities that 
couid have oeesi mismt e rpre t ea as me “Rosweii Incident M .Also, any rect rds of a nu ciea r • 
related incident wouid have oeen inherited by the Department of Energy t DOE), and. had 
one occurred, ii is likely DOE wouid have pubiidy reported it as pan of in recent 
dedassincaaon ana public resease efforts. There were no ancillary records in Air Force 
hies to indicate me potential existence of suen records within DOE channels, however. 

.An Extraterrestnai Craft 
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i ne ait rores researca zouna aosoimeiY no r. *- r — 

1947. invorvea any type of extraterrestrial snaccoan. This, of coarse, is tne crux of this 
entire manor. “Pro-uFO” persons wno ootam a copy of this report, at inis point. most 
prooaoiy begm the 'cover-up is stzii on” chans. Nevenneiess. the ressaren inrii e arro 
aosoiuiciv no evidence of anv rind that a spacesnip crashed near Rosweii or mat any then 
occupants were recoverea therexfom. m some secret military operation or otherwises This 
does not mean, however, that the cany Air Force was not con cerne d about UFOs. 
However, in the eany days, “UFO" meant Unidentified Eying Object, which iiieraiiy 
translated as some object in the air that was not readily identifiable. It did not mean, as 
the term has evotved in tooay s ianmiagg to equate to alien sp ac e shi ps. Records Tram the 
period reviewed by Airforce researeners as weii as those cited by the a utho rs meananea 
before, do indicate that the USAF was senousiy c o nccnc d about the inability to 
adequately identify unknown dying objects reported in American airspace. AH the 
recoms. however, mdicatea that the focus of concern was not on aliens, hostile or 
otherwise, but on the Soviet Union. Many documents mom that period speak to the 
possibility of developmental secret Soviet ai rc r aft overnying US airspace. This, of cours e, 
was of maior concern to the fiedgiing USAF. wnose 10 b it was to protea tnese same sides. 

The researca reveaied oniy one a foehn AAF document that mdicatea that mere was any 
acuvitv of any type that permnea to UFOs ana Rosweii in iuiy. 1947. This was a small 
secucn of the iuiy Historical Reoon for the 509th Bomo Group and Rosweii AAF that 
stated: “ The Office of Public Information was nunc busy during the montn answering 
inquiries on the 'flying disc.' v men was reported to be in possession of the i09th Bomb 
Group. The objea turned out to be a radar tracking balloon 7 (included with Arch 11). 
Additionally, this history showed that the 509th Commander. Colonel Blancnard. west on 
leave on July 8, 1947, which wouid be a somewhat unusual maneuver for a person 
involved in the supposed first ever rec o ver y of exrraterresmai materials. (Detractors dabn 
Blancnard did this as a pioy to elude the press and go to the scene to direct the recovery 
operanonsi. The history and the momma reports also showed that the suosequem 
:cu\"::es at Rosweii during the montn were mostiv mundane and not mdicauve of any 
unusual high ievei activity, exoenairure of manpower, resources or secunrv. 

Likewise, the researchers fount: no indication of neigmenea activity anywhere rise m the 
miiitary merareny in the Juiy, 1947, message traffic or orders (to include classified traffic). 
There were no indications and warnings, notice of aierts. or a higher tempo of operational 
activity reported that wouid be iogicaiiy generated if an alien craft whose intentions were 
unknown, en tered US t er r i to r y To believe that such operational and higiwevei security 
activity couid be conductea soieiv by raying on unsecured t ei ecommnTnc a n ons or 
personal contact without creating any r ecor ds of such activity cerramiv stretches the 
imagination of those who have served in the miiitary who know that paperwork of some 
kind is ne c e ss a r y to accomoiish even emer g e ncy , highiy classified, or sensmye tasks. 

An examp le of acuvrcv sometimes cued by pro-UFO writers to illustrate the conn that 
sometning unusual was going on was the travel of Ll General Nathan Twining, 
Commanaer of the Air Matenei Command, to New Mexico m July, 1947. Actually, 



records were loeatea indicating tnat Twining weni to tnc damn uomnaaac;;* 

July 8. along wun a numoer of other general officers. ana recuestea omen to ao so a 
momn before. on June i. 1947 (Aten 14). 

Similarly, it has been alleged that G e ne r a l Hoyt Vandcnberg, Deouty Chief of Staff at 
the nmi> hah been involved directing acaviry ^nrmg events at Rosweii Acnvnv 
reports (Atch 15\ located in General V ann e nn cr g s personal papers stored in the Library 
of Congress, did inriirair that on July 7, he was busy with a "Hying disc 7 ' incident: 
however this particular modem involved Ellington field. Texas and the Spokane 
(Washington! Depot. After much dis c us s ion and inrorm a non ga t h ering on this i nd d rat , it 
was learned to be a hoax. There is no suniiar mention of his personal interest or 
involvement in Rosweii events e xcep t m the ne w sp ap er s . 

The acove are but two snail e x amp les that indicate that if some event happened that was 
one of the ‘"watershed happenings’’ in human history, the US military cenaimy reacted in 
an unconcerned and cavaiier manner. In an actual case, the military wauid have had to 
oroer tnousanos of soldiers ana airman, not omv at Rosweii but tnroughout the US. to act 
nonenaiantiy, pretenn to conaua ana report ouszness as usual, ana generate aosoiuteiy no 
paperworx of a suspicious nature, while simultaneously annapatmg xnat twenty yean or 
more into the xumre people would have available a co m p r ehensive Freedom of 
Information Act that would give tnem great leeway to review ana explore government 
documents. The records indicate that none of this happened (or if it did. it was controlled 
by a security system so cfnrient and tight that no one. US or otherwise, has been able to 
duplicate it since. If such a system had been in effect at the time, it would have also been 
used to p r o t ect our atomic see ms from the Soviets, which history has showed obviously 
was not the case). The records renewed co nfir med that no such sophisticated and 
emrient security system existed. 

WHAT THE "ROSWELL INCIDENT WAS 

.As previously discussed, wnat was ongmaiiv reported to have oeen recoverea was a 
baiioon of some sort, usuaiiv described as a “weather balloon.’' aithougn the maionry of 
the wreckage that was ultimately displayed try General Ramey and Major Marca in the 
famous photos (Atch 16) in Ft. Worm, was that of a raoar target normally suspendedfrom 
balloons. This radar target, riisnissro in name detail later, was cenaimy consistent with 
the de sc r i ption of July 9 newspaper article which discussed “tinfoil paper, tape, and 
sticks." Additionally, the description of the "flying disc” was cnmrrm with a doc ument 
rounnav used by most pro-UFO writers to indicate a conspiracy m progress—the telegram 
from the Dallas FBI office of July 8, 1947. This document quoted in pan states: "..The 
disc is hexagonal in shape and was suspended from a baiioon by a cable, which balloon 
was approx ima tely twenty feet in diameter. ...die object found resemoies a high altitude 
weather baiioon with a radar reflector. ...disc and balloon being transported..." 

Simiiariy, while conducting the popular literature review, one of the documents reviewed 
was a paper entitled “The Rosweii Events ’ edited by Fred Whiting, and sponsored by the 
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Puna for UFO Researcn iFuFOR). Aithougn it was not tne original intention to comment 
on wnai consnermi aiunors tnt cr r r e t eg or e*aimgq that otner persons suppeseoiv said, 
this particular document was dif fer ew Decause xt co ntained s™** 1 copies ox apparently 
auinennc sworn affidavits received from a nuxnoer of persons who ciaimea to have some 
knowledge of the Rosweti event, Aithougn many of the persons who provided these 
affidavits to the FUFOR researchers aisn gmr g ^w i ontmons tnat they thought there was 
;nffwmwg y ^i n »gp rp i» n a i about this inodesL a nuzscer of acmaiiy described 
materials that sounded suspiciously iike wreckage f r om oalloons. These included the 
following: 

Jesse A. Marceu MD (son of the iate Mai or Jesse Marcel 11 years oid at the time of the 
incident). Affidavit dated May 6, 1991. “ There were three categories of debris: a 
thick, foil like metallic gray sunstance: a onrtie. brownish-black piasric-iike material like 
Bakeiite: and there were fra gment s of what appeared to be I-beams. On the inner surface 
of the I-beam, there appeared to be a rype of writing. This writing was a purpie-vioiet 
hue. ann it had an e m bosseo appearance. The figures were composed of curved, 
geometnc snanes. It han no resemoiance to Russian. Jananese or any other foreign 
:anguage. It r e s e mo ied hicrogiypmcs. out it nad no anxmai-ilke c^aracter3.... ,, 

Lorena Proctor {former neighbor of ranener W.W. Brazeil Affidavit dated May 5, 1991. 
T. .Braze: came to my ranen and snowed my husband and me a piece of mazenai he said 
came mom a large pile of debris on the property he managed. The piece he brought was 
brown m coior. srnniar to piasric...’Mac’ said the other material on the property looked 
like aluminum foiL It was very flexible anc wouldn’t crush or bum. There was also 
something he oesenbed as tape which had pruning on it. The coior of the priming was a 
kind of purple...” 

3essie Brazei Schreiner t daughter of W.W. Brazei: 14 years oid at the time of the 
incident}. .Affidavit dated SememDcr 22. 1993. "..The neons iooked iike pieces of 2 large 
oaiioon wnich had burst. The pieces were small me la rg est I rememocr measuring about 
:ne same as the diameter o: a basketbail Most of it was a kind of doubie-sided material 
foil-like on one side ana nnber-iike on the other. Both sides were grayish siiver m cdor. 
the foil more siivery than u*e rubber. Sticks, like kite sucks, were «Tr*rngg to some of the 
pieces with a whitish tape. The tape was about two or three inches wide ana had flower- 
like designs on it. The 4 flowers' were taint, a variety of pastei colors, me of 

Japanese paintings in which the flowers are not ail connected. I do not recall any other 
types of maienai or manrines, nor do I r ememb er seemg gouges in the ground or any 
other signs that anything may have nit the ground hard. The foil-rubber maienai couid not 
be tom iike ordinary aiummum foil can be tom..." 

Sally Strickiand Tadoiini i neighbor of WW Brazen nine years oid in 1947). Affidavit 
aatea September 27, 1993. .’’..What SiH shewed us was a piece of what I still think as 
fabric. It was something iike aluminum foil something iike something iike weil- 
tannea learner in its tougrmess. yet was not preoseiy iike any one of those materials. ..it 
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was aoout me tnickness of verv line xi dskin move i corner ana a -uii metallic zrayisn stiver, 
one side siighxiy aancer man me orner. 1 da not r e m e m ccr it navmg any cengn or 
emoossmg on il.." 

Robert R. Porter tB-29 flight Engineer stanonea 21 Raswcii in i 9471. Amdavn aaiea 
June 7, 1991. ."..On this occasion. I was a manner of the aw which flew pans of what 
we were to id was a flying saucer to F on Worth. The peopie on board in du ced — ana Mai 
Jesse Maim. Cant. William £. Anderson said it was drum a flying sau ce r . After we 
arrived, the mat e na i was transxemsa to a 3-25. I was toid they were going 10 Wright 
Field in Dayton. Ohio. I was mvotved in loading the 3-29 with the m a t e r ial, which was 
wrappeo is packages with wrapping paper. One of the pieces was tnangie-snanea about 
2 1/2 feet across the bottom. The rest were in sznaii packages, about the size of a shoe 
box. The brown paper was heid with tape. The matenai was extremav ughrwejgnL 
When i picked it up, it was just iike picking up an e m pty package. We loaned the t nangi c 
shanea package and three snoe box-sized packages into the plane. All of the packages 
couid have nt into me trunk of a car. ...When we came sack from lunen. they toid us they 
had transferrea the material to a 3-25. They toid us me matenai was a weatner oaiioon. 
out im certam 11 wasn t a weatner Dadoon...'* 

In aadition to those persons above suii living who claim to have seen or examinee the 
.ongrnai matenai founa on me Braze: Rancn. there is one additional person wno was 
unxversaiiy acxnowi edged to have been involved in its recovery, Shendan Cavitt. Lt CoL 
USAF. (Ret). Cavxtt is credited in ail claims 0 : having a ccomp anied Major Maim to the 
ranch to recover the debris, sometimes along wnh his Counter Intelligence Corps (CICJ 
subordinate. William Rickett. who. like Marm. is deceased. Although there does not 
appear to be much dispute that Cavitt was involved in the matenai recovery, other claims 
about him prevaii in the popular iiterarure. He is sometimes portrayed as a ciosed-mouth 
(or someumes even sinister) conspirator who was one of the esriy individuals who kept 
the “secret of RosweiP from gening out. Other mings about him have been aiieged. 
inducing me ciaim tnai ne wrore a reoon of the madent at me time that has never 
sunacea. 

Since Lt Col Cavitt. who had flrst-nand knowieage, was still alive, a deasion was made to 
interview him and get a signeo sworn statement tram him about his verson of the events. 
Prior to the interview, the Secretary of the Air Force provided him with a wntten 
authorization and waiver to discuss classified information with the interviewer and release 
him flom any security oath he may have taken. Subseouentiy, Cavitt was interviewed on 
May 24, 1994, at his home. Cavitt provided a sgnea. sworn statement (Area 17 ) of his 
recollections in this maner. He aiso consented to having the interview tape-recorded. A 
transcript of that recording zs at Arch 18. In this interview. Cavitt mated that he had been 
contaaed on numerous occasions by UFO researchers and had wuiingiy talked with many 
of them; nowever. he felt that he had oftennmee been mi s rep r e s e nt ed or had his comments 
taken out of co ntex t so that their true meaning was changed. He stated uneouivocaiiy, 
however, that the matenai he recoverea consisted of a reflective son of matenai like 
aluminum xoiL ana some thin, bamboo-iike sucks. He thougnt at the time, ana continued 
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to do so to mv. mgr wnat he rbuna was a weamer oaiiooa sna has toih other onvsze 
researcaers r*** He remenmerea rinding a “black hex’ type ox hatnaaent 
^nicn hg rd mignt aT tnenme wa* nmnahiv a rani flgnnng. Li Col Cavxtr also revieweu the 
famous Ramey/Marcet photo grapes (Atch 16) of the w reckage taken io Ft Worth (odes 
claimed by UFO researchers to have oeen switched ana the remnants, or a balloon 
substxtutea for it) ana he identified the mazenais aeotaea in those photos as enttwenr. 
with the marenais that he recovered hrom the ranca. Lt Col Cavitt also stated that he had 
never taken any oath or signed any a g ree m e nt not to talk about this mddenr and hid never • 

hi—w rr minrm+ri hy »nwwe in thft Pnvw nm wTf O CCanse *** He did BOt even knOW the 

“modem" was riawnwi to be anyining unusual unni he was interviewed in the eany 
1980’s. 

Simiiariy, Irving Newton, Major, USAF, (Ret) was located and interviewed. Newton was 
a weather officer resigned to Fort Worth, who was on duty when the Rosweii debris was 
sent there in July, 1947. He was told that he was to re port to General Ramey s office to 
view the material. In a signed, sworn statement lAlch 30) Newton related that .”..1 
walked into the G e ne ral’s office wnere tms supposed dying saucer was iying ail over the 
door. As soon as i saw it. I giggled ana asked if that was tne dying saucer.. J. told them 
that tms was a oailoon ana a RAWIN target..." Newton aiso stated that wniie I was 
examining the debris. Major Marm was picking up pieces of the target sacks and trying 
to convince me that some notations on the sacks were alien writings, there were figures 
on the sacks, lavender or pink in coior. appeared to be weigher faded markings, with no 
rhyme or reason (ssc). He did not convince me that these were aiien writings. * Newton 
concluded his st a tement by relating that ."..During the years I have been 

interviewed by many authors. I have been quoted and misquoted. The facts remain as 
indicated above. I was not influenced during the original interview, nor today, to provide 
anything but what 1 know to be true, that is. the materai I saw in General Ramey’s office 
was the remains of a balloon and a RAWIN target." 


Balloon Research 

The original tasking from GAO notea that the search for information induced “weather 
balloons." Comments about balloons and safety reports have already been made, however 
the SAF/AAZ resenren efforts also focused on reviewing historical records involving 
balloons, since, among other reasons, that was what was officially claimed by the AAF to 
have been found and recovered in 1947. 

As eariy as February 28, 1994, the AAZD rese arch team found r e f ere nces to balloon tests 
taking piace at Alamogordo AAF (now Holloman AFB) and White Sands during June and 
July 1947, tearing “constant level balloons’ and a New York Univwsny (NYUyWatson 
Labs effort that used u ...meteorological devices... suspected for d etecting shock waves 
generated by Soviet nuricar explosions"—a possible in dicatio n of a cover story tmnriatcd 
with the NYU balloon project. Subsequently, a i946 HQ AMC me mo r an du m was 
surfaced, describing the constant altitude balloon project and specified that the scientific 
data be classified TOP SECRET Priority 1 A. Its name was Protect Mogul (Atch 19). 
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Protect Mogul was a ihca-scxamvc. ciassmcd protect, whose purpose wajiooat.. ..jb 
the staie of Soviet nuggar weanons r e search. This was tnc eanv Coid War penoa ana 
there was senous concent within ihe US government about the Soviets aeveoouig a 
w cap o mze d atomic device. Because the Soviet Union s bomeis were dosed, the US 
Government sought to develop a long range nuctear explosion fl crcerion capabiiity. Long 
range, oailoon-oome. iow frequency acoustic detection was posed to General Spaazz m 
1945 by Dr. Maurice Ewing of Columbia Uni v er s it y as a potential solu t i on i at mosph eric 
ducting of low frequency pressure waves had been studied as eariy as 1900). 

As pan of the r e search into this matter. AAZD persoxmd located and ob t ai n ed the 
anginal study papers and r e por ts of the New York University project. Their-enorts also 
revealed that some of the individuais involved in P r o j ect Mogul were soil living. These 
per sons included the NYU c onstan t balloon Director of Reseated. Dr. Aiheiszan. 

F. Spiihaus; the P r ojec t E ngine e r. P r ofe ss or Charles B. Moore; and the nbiitary Project 
Officer. Colonel Albert C. Trakowsia . 

All of these perso ns were suoseouemiv interviewed and agneo sworn s t a t e m ents about 
tnor aenvraes. A copy of theses statements are appenoed at Atch 20-22. Additionally, 
transcripts of the interview with Moore and Trakowsia are aiso moaned (equipment 
malfunctioned during the interview of Spiihaus) (Atch 23-24). These interviews conrinned 
that Project Mogul was a co mpanm enied. sensitive effort. The NYU group was 
responsible for developing constant ievei balloons and telemetering equipment that wouid 
r emain at speemed altitudes (within the duct) while a group from Columbia was 

to develop acoustic sensors. Doctor Spiihaus. Professor Moore, and cemun others of the 
group were aware of the actual purpose of the project, but they did not know of the 
project mcknamc at the time. They handled casuai inquiries and/or sriendric. 
inquiriesfpapera in terms of“undassmcri meteorological or balloon research ." Newiy 
hired employees were not made aware that there was anything speoai or ciassmcd about 
their work: thev were told omy that their work dealt with meteorological equipment. 

.An advance ground team, led by Albert P. Crary, preceded the NYU group to 
Alamogordo AAF. New Mexico, setting up ground sensors and obtaining faculties for the 
NYU group. Upon their arrival. Professor Moore and his team ex p e r ime nted with various 
configurations of neopre n e balloons: develop m ent of balloon "trams" (see illustration. 
Atch 25); automati c ballast s yst e ms: ana use of Naval snnobuoys (as the Watson Lab 
acoustical sensors had not yet amved). They aiso launened what they called “service 
flights/' These 'service flights” were not logged nor felly for in the published 

Technical Reports generated as a result of the contract between NYU and Watson Labs. 
According to P r o fessor Moore, the “service flights” were compose d of balloons, radar 
reflectors and payioads spcemcaily designed to test aco us t ic s ensors (both eariy 
sonoouoys and the later Watson f-ahs devices). The “payioad equipment” was exp endable 
and some carried no “REWARD” or “RETURN TO...” tags because there was to be no 
association between these bights and the iogged constant aimmfe flights which were feQy 
acknowledged. The NYU balloon flights were listed sequentially in their reports (i.e^ 
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AJJ. 1,5,6,7,2.10 ...) yet gaps existed far Flights 2-4 ana r light The imerview-wnn 

Professor Moore maicnen that xnese gaps were tne imioggea “serwce nights. ' 

Professor Moore, the on-scene Project Engin ee r . gave detailed information concerning as 
team s efforts. He recaiied that raaar targets were used for tracking balloons became they 
did not have all the necessary equ ipment when they flrst arrived in New Mexico. Some of 
the eany deveiopznesxai radar targets were ganna e ng e d by a toy or noveity company; 
These targets were made up of aiummum “foil" or xbd-baoced paper, balsa wood beans 
that were coated in an “Elmer s-type 1 glue to enhance their durebilhy, aerate and/or doth 
r oxubremg tape; single strand and braided nyion twine; brass eyetets and swivels to farm a 
mum-faced reflector somewhat similar in rngiwnq™ to a box kite (see photographs,. 
Atch 26). Some of these targets were aiso assembled with purpnsh-pick tape with 
symbols on it (see drawing by Moore with Atch 21). 

According to the log summary (Atch 27) of the NYU group. Eight A through Flight 7 
(Nov ember 20. 1946-July 2. 1947) were made with neo prene meteorological balloons (as 
opposed to tne inter nights made with polyethylene balloons). P r o fessor Moore stated 
that tne neoprene oailoons were susceanbie to fiwrafwmrm m the sunlight, turning from a 
miiky wrute to a dark brown. He desenbed finding remain s of balloon trams with 
reflectors ana payioads that had la n ded in the oc ae rc the ruptured and shredded neoprene 
would “almost look like dark gray or black flakes or ashes after exposure to the sun for 
oniy a few days. The piasnozers and a rnirndd a nt s m the neo pr ene would emh a pe culiar 
acrid odor and the balloon mazenai and radar target material would be scattered after 
r eturning to earth depending on the surface winds." Upon review of the local newspapo* 
photographs from General Ramey's press conference in 1947 and desorptions in popular 
books by individuals who supposedly handled the debris recovered on the ranch. P rofessor 
Moore opined that the material was most likely the shredded remains of a mum-neoprene 
balloon tram with multiple radar reflectors. The material and a “black box,’’ described by 
Cavitt. was. m Moore s saennne opinion, most probably from Flight 4. a “service flight" 
:hat included a cylindrical meiai sonoouov and oornons of a weaxner instrument housed in 
a box. which was unlike typical weatner raaiosondcs which were mane of camooaro. 
Additionally, a copy of a professional journal mamramgh ax the tune by A.P. Crary, 
provided to the Air Force by his widow, showed that Flight 4 was launched on June 4, 
1947, but was not recovered by the NYU group. It is very probable tha this TOP 
SECRET project balloon train (Flight 4), made up of unemsmeri co mpon e nts : came to 
rest some mues northwest of Roswell NM, became shredded in the sunacc winds and was 
ultimately found by the ranch?, firazel ten days later. This possibility was supported by 
the observations of Lt Col Cavitt (Atch 17-18X the only living eyewitness to the actual 
debris Add and the material found. Lt Col Cavitt described a small area of debris which 
appeared, “to resemb le bamboo type square sticks one quarter to one half inch square, that 
were very tight, as well as some son of merallic reflecting material that was aiso very light 
... I remember recog n iz in g this material as being consistent with a weather balloon." 

Con cer n in g the imtiai announcement. “RAAF Captures Eying Disc," r es e a rc h failed to 
locate any documented evidence as to why that statement was made. However, on July 
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i 0. 1947. following toe Ramev press co mermcc . me Aiamogorco new *pumuusu 
anzde with onotograons de mon strating muinoie baiioons ana targets at the same locanon— 
as the NYU group opemea tram at Aiamogorao AAF. Professor Moore expre sses 
surprise at seemgthissmee his. was the oniybaiioon test group m the area. He stared. .“It' 
appears that there was some type of umoreik cover story to protea our work with 
Mosul” Although the Air Force did not find doanneniea evidence that Gen. Ramey was 
directed to espouse a weather balloon in his press confe re n ce, he may have done so 
because he wu either aware of Protect Mogui and was trying to deflea interest from it* or- 
he readily perceived the nmerai to be a weather bailoon based on the idemmeanon f r om/ 
his weather ameer. Irving Newton. In pthw ea*» the matenais recovered by the AAF in 
July, 1947. were not readily recognizable as a ny t hin g special (oniy the purpose was 
spedai) and the recovered debris itseif was undassined. Additionally, the press dropped- 
its interest in the matter as quickly as they had jumped on it. Hence, there would be no 
particular reason to further document what quickly became a “non-event.” 

The interview with Colonel Trakowski ('Aten 23-24) also proved valuable informanon. 
Trakowwi provided sneesze dexaiis on Project Mogui and desorbed how the security for 
:he program was set up. as he was fonneny the TOP SECRET Comroi Officer for the 
program. He further rerniea that many of the ongmai raoar ta r ge ts that were produced 
around the end of World War II were fabricated by toy or noveitv companies using a 
purpiish-pink tape with flower and heart symbols on it. Trakowski also recounted a 
c on ver sat ion that he had with his meno. ana suoenor military officer in his chain of 
c omman d. C olon e l Marcaius Duffy, in July, 1947. Duffy, fonneny had Trakowsid’s 
position on Mogul, but had subsequently been tran sf e r re d to Wright Field. He stated: 

” .Colonei Duffy called me on the telephone from Wright Field and gave me a story about 
a fellow that had come in from New Mexico, woke him up in the middle of the night or 
some such thing with a ha n d ful of debris, and wanted him. Colonel Duffy, to identify h. 

..He just said 'it sure looks like some of the stuff you ve been iamighmg at Alamogordo’ 
ai;d he desenbed it. and I said ‘ves, I think it is.’ Certainiy Colonel Duffy knew enough 
ai?out raoar targem. radiosondes, baiioon-oome weatner devices. He was ultimately 
fa miliar with all that apparatus." 

Attempts were made to locate Coionei Duffy but it was «ggrramea that he had died. His 
wktow explained that, although he had amassed a iarge amount of personal papers relating 
tc his Air Force activities, she had recently disposed of these items. Likewise, it wu 
leimed that A_P. Crary wu also deceased: however his surviving spouse had a number of 
his papers from nis balloon testing days, including his orofesrionai journal horn the period 
in question. She provided the Air Force researchers with this material It is discussed in 
more detail within Atch 32. Overall it heips fill in gaps of the Mogul story. 

During the period the Air Force conducted this research, it wu that several 

others had also discovered the possibility that the “Rosweil Incident” may have been 
generated by the recovery of a Project Mogul balloon device. These perrons included 
Professor Charies B. Moore. Robert Todd, and coincidentally, Kari PSock. a researcher 
who is married to a staffer wno works far Con gr e ssm an Schiffi Some of these persons 
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provided 35 to where doo naemacon might he located in various arcsvcs. 

histones and libraries. A review of Freeoom of Inf orma tion Act (FOIA) reouesxs revealed 
that Robert Todd, pamcuianv, had beco me aware of Project Mogul several years ago and 
hafi doggedly obtained from the Air Force* through the FOIA. a large amount of material 
pertaining to it; iong before the AAZD researchers independently seized on the same 
possibility. 

Most interestingly, as this report was being wri t te n. Pflock published his own report of 
this matter under the auspices ofFUFOR. entnied “Rosweii in Perspective” (1994). 

Pflocx concluded from ms r e sc a icn that the firazm Ranca debris ongmaiiv reported as a 
“flying disc” was probably debris from a Mogui balloon: however, there was a 

gitriMiranfirffff mra riwi T that OCCUTTed XIOt QT SWIV, thar rrmwt alien CTafr tO CXash and 
that the AAF s ubse q uently recovered three alien bodies there fr o m . Air Force research did 
not locate any informatio n to corroborate that this incredible coincidence occurred, 
however. 

In oraer to provide a more actaiicd discussion of the specifics of Project Mogul and how 
it appearcc to be directly resoonstbie for the ‘'Rosweii Incident/’ 1 S AF/AAZD researener 
prepares a more ceratied discussion on tne balloon protect which is appended to this 
report as Atch 32. 

Other Research 

In the attempt to develop additional information that could help explain this matter, a 
number of other steps were taken. First, assistance was requested from various museums 
and other archives (Atch 22) to obtain information, and/or examples of the actual balloons 
and radar targets used in connection with Project Mogui and to correlate them with the 
vanous descriptions, of wrramge and materials recovered. The bluep rints for the “Pilot 
Balloon Target ML307C/AP Assembly* (genetically, the radar target assembly) were 
located at the Army Signal Corps Museum at Fort Monmouth and obtained. A copy is 
appmaea as Aten 29. This biuepnnt provides the soccmcanon for the foil material tape, 
wood, eyetea. ana suing used and the assembly instructions thereto. An actum device 
was also obtained ter study with the assurance of Professor Moore. (The example 
acnuiiy procured was a 1953-manufactured model “C~ as c om p are d to the Model B 
which was in use in 1947. Professor Moore relat ed the diff erences were mmot 1 An 
examznadon of this device revealed it to be szxxxpiy made of aluminum-colored foil-like 
material over a stronger paper-like material attached to balsa wood sticks, affixed with 
tape, glue, and twine. When opened, the device ap pe ars as defected in Atch 31 
(con temporary photo) and Atdx 22 (1947 photo, in a “balloon train*). When folded, the 
device is in a series of triangies, the largest being four feet by two feet ten inches. The 
smallest t n a ng i e seenon measures two feet by two feet ten inches. (Co mpare with 
de sc r i ptions provided by Lt Col Cavht and others, as well as photos of wreckage). 

Additionally, the research e r s obtained from the Archives of the Uni v er si ty of Texas- 
Arlington (UTA), a set of original (i.e. nrst ge nerati on) prints of the photographs taken at 
the time by the Fort Worth Star-Telegram, that depicted Ramey and Marcei with the 
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wreckage. A close review of these nnotos t ana a set of first generation nei vesaiso 
suoseauemiY ootamed to m U7A) reveaieo several interning ooservanons. . :nx. auheugn 
in some of the iitcraxure area above. Marcra aiiegeai y stateo tfaarhc baa his cnoto tarw 
with the “reaT UFO wreckage ana then it was suoseouentry r e moved and the wesnxrr 
baiioon wreocage suosmntea for it. a co mnans on snows that the same wreexage 
appeared in the photos of Marce: ana Ramey. The pnotos aiso aeszoed that tnis znazenai 
was tying on what aupearen to oe some sort of wrapping paper ( contin e n t with affidavit 
exoro t of crew chief Porter, above). It was aiso noted that m the two photos of Ramey 
he had a piece of p a per m his hand. In one: it was fold ed over so nothing couth be seen 
In the second, however, there appears to be text existed on the paper. In an attempt to 
rean this text to dexensme if it couid shed any h inder tight on locating documents r gmhna 
to this matter, the photo was sent to a nanonai level orgamzanonxbr digirizrag and 
s u b s e qu e nt photo mtero reta n on ana analysis. This orgamranon was aiso asked to 
sc nm ncg the nm photos for azxv mdicanon of the dowered tape tor “hieroglyphics, 
depending on the point of view* that were reputed to be visible to some of the persons 
wno ooservea the wreexage prior to it gemng to Fort Worm. This organization r e so rt ed 
on juiv 20. 1994. that even alter cigmzmg. me shores were ofinsumdeat nuaiirv to 
visualize ciner of the aetaiis sougnt for anaivszs. This orgzmzacon was aoie to ootarn 
measurements mom me “sticks’ visible in the debris after it was ascertained bv an 
interview of the onginai ohotograpner wnat hind of camera ne used. The resuits of this 
process are provided in Aten 22. along with a r ef e ren ce aiagram and the pnoto from which 
the measurements were mane. .Ail these measurements are compatible with the wooden 
matenais used in the radar target previously de sc r ib e d . 

CONCLUSION 

The Air Force r es earch did not locate or deveioo anv info rmati on that the “Rosweii 
T nridenr was* UFO event. Ail avaiiabie omriai matenais. aithougn they ao not airecuv 
ladress Roswen per se. maicate mat me most iikeiv source of the wreckage reeoverea 
-cm me Braze: Hanoi was from one of the Protect Mogul oaiioon trams. Aithougn that 
project was i OP SECRET at me time, mere was aiso no speonc indication founa to 
indicate an omriai pre-piannea cover story was m place to explain an event such as that 
which uiumaxetv ha ppened . It appears that the idaxrmcancn of the wreckage as being part 
of a weather baiioon aevice. as reoorced in the ne w sp ap er s at the time, was based on the 
fact mat these was no physical difference in the radar targets and the neoprene balloons 
(other man tie manners and connsuranoni between Mogul balloons and normal weather 
balloons. A ddition ally, it seems that there was over-resenon by Colonsa Blancnard ana 
Maior Marcei. in onginaiiv resorting that a “flying disc” had been recovered when, at that 
t ime, nooody for sure knew wnat that term even meant since the it had onry been in use for 
acouuie ofweexs. 

Likewise, there was no mdi c a no n m omriai r ec ord s Bum the period that there was 
h agmcr.ec military operational or security activity wnich should have been g en er a ted if 
this was. in qcl the first recovery of matenais ana/dr per sons hom ano ther wond. The 
casi-War US Military i or xaoav s tor mat marten did not nave the caoabiiitv to raoidly 
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.- p nn rv re c o ver. ccornmate. ccver-uo. ana auickiv r nmnna s ououc ssuczxv o: r. ■ m 
^vcjtl The aajm mac mev aid so witnouc :coyote even a unle on ox a susmnous caper 
msxi for 47 years is incrcaibic. - 

It should aiso oe noted here tnat mere was iinie mennonea in this report snout me 
recovery of the so-caiicd “alien bogies.'' This is tor several reasons: first, me recovered 
w rerjggs was man a Project Mogul balloon. There were no “alien" p a sse nger s mcrea. 
Second v. the oro-UFO grouns wno espouse the alien bodies tneones cannot eves agree 
among memserves as to wnaL how many, and where, such bodies were supposedly 
resoverca. Addxrionady, some of these oabns nave neen shown to be hoaxe s, even by 
orner UFO researchers. Thirdly, wnen such claims are mane: they are ones attributed to 
peopxe usmg p seu d onyms orwno omerwise do not want to be puhudy idemmea. 
presumaoiv so that some son of rembuxzon cannot be taken against tbem t notwithstanding 
that sooody has been shown to have aied. di sap pe are d or ot he r wise s mTer e a at the dmby 
of the government during the last 47 years i. Fourta. maxzv of the per sons making the 
Diggest caims of “alien bodies” make their living from the “Rosweii Incident. ” While 
having a commsrmi interest :n somemzng does not aummancaav maxe it suspect, a does 
raise inrcc snng questions reiatea to a mnennciry . Such p e r sons snnuid be encouraged to 
pre s ent mesr evidence tnot speculation) airecnv to me gu v enme m and provide aii 
pertinent a emus ana evidence to suupon then* claims if honest tact-rinding is what is 
wamea. Lastly, persons wno have come forward ana provided their names ana mane 
mums, mav nave, in good faith but in the “fog of rime.” nrisbnernreteri past events. The 
review of Air Force r eco r ds did not locate even one piece of evidence to indicate that the 
Air Force has had any pan in an “alien” body recovery operation or continuin g cover-up. 


Dunng me course of this effort, me Air Force has keprin dose touch with the GAO and 
responses to their various queries ana requests for assistance, This r e p or t was generated 
as an omdai response to the GAO. ana to document the considerable effort expended by 
r.s at Force or: their behalf I: is anndnaied that tnat thev win rcauest a couy of this 
con tc neio formulate me formal report of their efforts. It is recommcnusa mat mis 
-acument serve as the rinai Air Force report reiatea to me Rosweii matter, for the GAO. 
or anv otner inauuies. 

. IAfal 

RICHARD LTWEAVER. COL. USAF" 
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-INTFPCFPT ANO HFAnm RACK TO SfcAHROKHI- WHEN T.HF F-A TURNED 
j AUAY FROM THF OR JF CT ANT} A°PARF NTL Y WAS NO LONGER A THREAT 
j T 0 IT THF AIRCRAFT RFGA7KFD ALL -INSTRUMENTATION ANO COH- 

kuntcattons: AT.*ni*n hrs a second f-* was launched,. ..the 

BACKSFATFR ACQUIRED A RADAR LOCK ON AT 2 7 NH . 12 O*CL0CK 
HT'H POSITION WITH THE VC IRATE OF CLOSURE* AT ISO NMPH- . ' 

;A HF PANGF OF CPF AS En TO -PS NK THF ORJFCT MOVED AWAY AT- A 
SP, r^n THAT WAS VISIBLE- ON THE RADAR SCOPE AND STAYED At 2 5 N H - 
•C- THE SI7E' OF THF RAnAR RETURN WAS' COMP AR ARLE TO THAT OF 
A 7n7 TANKFR- THF VISUAL ST7F OF THF ORJFCT WAS DIFFICULT 
TO-DISCERN RFCAtlSF OF ITS INTENSE ‘BRILLIANCF*. -THE 
LIGHT THAT TT GAVF OFF W AS * THAT* OF FLASHING- STROBE LIGHTS 
ARRANGFD IN A RFCT ANGIILA R PATTFRN ANO ALTERNATING BLUE » -GRFEN. 

RFn AND ORANGF TN COLOR- THE SEQUENCE OJf.TKF LIGHTS-WAS SO 
FAST THAT ALL THF COLORS COULD BE SEFN AT ON CF» THF ORJFCT 
AND THE PURSUING F-* CONTINUED ON* A COURSE TO THE SOUTH OF 
TEHRAN WHEN -ANOTHER BRIGHTLY LIGHTED ORJFCT. FSTIHATED TO RE 
ONE HALF TO ONE THIRD THF APPARENT SI7E OF THE MOON. CAME 
OUT OF THF ORIGINAL ORJFCT- THIS- SECOND ORJFCT HEADED STRAIGHT 
TOWARD THF F-4 AT A VERY FAST RATE OF SPEED- THE PILOT 
ATTEMPTED TO EIRE AN AIM-9 MISSILE AT.THF OBJECT BUT* AT - THAT. 
INSTANT HTS WEAPONS CO NT PO L - PAN EL -WENT OFF AND HE LOST ALL 
COMMUNICATIONS (UHF.AND TNTFRPH ONE)-* AT THIS POINT THE PILOT 
TNTTIATFD A TURN ANn NEGATIVE G -OIVE TO GET AWAY - * AS HF 
TURNED THF 0BJFA7 FFLL IN TRAIL -AT WHA T • APPF AR ED TO BE ABOUT 
3-4 NH- AS HE -CONTTNIIFD IN. HTS TURN AWAY. FROM THE PRIMARY 
ORJFCT THF SECOND OBJECT UFNT-TO THF INSIDE OF HIS-TURN THEN 
RETURNED TO THF PRIMARY ORJFCT FOR A PF.RFECT RFJOIN. 

SHORTLY AFTER THF SECOND ORJECT JOTNFD UP WITH THF * *- 

P k ARY OBJECT ANOTHER ORJFCT APPEARED TO TOME OUT OF THF 
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OTHER ST OF OF TWF PP 7 MART OBJECT GOING STRAIGHT DOWN.AT A 
ITSFAT RATC tOF SPFFn. THF F-* CREW HAD RFGA7NFn COMMUNICATIONS 
AND TWF WEAPONS CONTROL PA NF L A NO L'ATCHEO Twf OBJECT APPROACH 
TWF GROUND ANTICIPATING A L A RGF EXPLOSION. THIS OBJECT APPFARED 
TO COMF TO REST GENTLY ON THF EARTH ANT) CAST A VERY BRIGHT 
LTGHT OVFP AN AREA OF ABOUT 2-3 KILOMETERS. 

THF CRFU JYFSCFNOEn FROM THET R ALT ITU OF OF 2CK TO. 15” A NO 
CONTINUED TO OBSERVE AND HARK .THE OBJECT*S POSITION. THEY 
HAD SOME TUFFICULTY IN ADJUSTING THEIR NIGHT VISIBILITY FOR - 
LANDING SO AFTFP ORBITING MFHRABAD A FEU TIKES THEY -V ENT CUT 
FOP A STRAIGHT IN LANDING. THFPF WAS A LOT OF INTERFERENCE 
OW wTHF HHF AND FACH TIME THFY PASSFn THROUGH A MAG* RFAR IMG 
OF ISO DEGREE FROM FHRARAO THEY LOST THETR C OKHUNICATIONS IUHF 
AND . INTERPHONE) ANn THE INS FLUCTUATED FPOM 30 DEGREES - SO DFRR£ ES. 
'THF ONE CTVTL ATRLTNFR THAT UAS APPROACHING HEHRAHAD OIPING-THIS 
SAME TIHF FYPFPtENCFD COHMUNICATIONS FAILURE IN :THF SAME 
j VICINITY' <KTLO 7IILtn RUT DID NOT REPORT SEFTWG ANYTHING. 

[ while thf f t u'uas on a long/*tnal approach Tie crew noticed 

! ANOTHER CYLINDER SHAPFD OBJFCT fAROUT THF SITE OF A T-RIRO 
j \PM) WITH RRTGWT STEADY LIGHTS ON EACH END AND A FLASHFR • 

j ; he MTnnr.f- uhfw ojifrifd the toufr stated there uas no * 

jifririfp KNOWN TRAFFIC IN THF AREA-. DURING THE TIME THAT THE 
j OBJECT PASSED OVFR THE F-4 THF. TOWER DlfT NOT HAVE A .VISUAL* * . 

ON TT RUT PTCXFT) IT UP AFTER THE PILOT TOLD THEM TO LOOK 
j RTTCFEN THE MOUNTAINS ANO THE REFINERY. 

C- miRTNG DAYLIGHT THE F-A CRFV WAS TAKEN OUT TO THE 
APFA TN A HFL’TCOPTFR WHERE THE OBJECT APPARENTLY. HAD. LANDFD. 

NOTHING WAS N OT-I CFO • AT * T*HE SPOT .UHFRF .THEY T HOUGHT THE OBJECT 
LANnFD it DRY LAKF RED) BUT AS THEY CIRCLE n OFF TO- THE 
VEST OF THF AREA THEY PICKED UP A VFRY NOTICEABLE BEEPER 
SIGNAL. A’T*‘THE POINT WHERE T»F RETURN • HAS THE LOUDFST *WAS 
A' SMALL HOUSE WITH A GARDEN. THEY LANDFD A Nn ASKED THE PEOPLE 
W.ITHTN IF THEY HAD NOTICED ANYTHING STRANGE -LAST NIGHT. .THE : 

PiFOPLE TAUKFD ABOUT A LOUD N.0JSE AND A VERY BRIGHT LIGHT 
LIKE LIGHTENING. THE* AIRCRAFT ;AND AREA UHFRF. THE OBJFCT IS- 
BFLUFVFn VO *HA£F L.ANDED ARF BEING CHFCKFD FOR :PQ5SIBLE .RADIATION. 


__ . MORE INFORMATION WILL BE 

F**OP UARnFD UHEN IT RFCOMES AVATLABLF.. 



'7 ■ 

-7YUU RUFK JCSRT17 7K7nBin: ni30-CCCC : 2G70SUT 


BT 

f 

V 












NASA 

Matonai Aeronautes and 
ipace Admretraton 

Prepared by: 

LFF-3/Public Services Branch 
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NASA Headquarters 
Washington, DC 20546 

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 

The information contained here has been compiled to respond 
to queries on Unidentified Flying Objects directed to the White 
House as well as NASA. 

NASA is the focal point for answering public inquiries to 
the White House relating to UFOs. NASA is not engaged in a re¬ 
search program involving these phenomena, nor is any other govern¬ 
ment agency. 


INFORMATION SHEET 
Number 78-1 


BACKGROUND 

In July of 1977, Dr. Frank Press, Director of Science and 
Technology Policy, Executive Office of the President, wrote to 
Dr. Robert A. Frosch, the NASA Administrator, suggesting NASA 
should answer all UFO-related mail and also to consider whether 
NASA should conduct an active research program on UFOs. In a 
letter dated December 21, 1977, Dr. Frosch agreed that NASA will 
continue to respond to UFO-related mail as it has in the past 
and, if a new element of hard evidence that UFOs exist is brought 
to NASA's attention from a credible source, NASA will analyze the 
anexplained organic or inorganic sample and report its findings. 





As a result of these investigations and studies, and ex¬ 
perience gained from investigating UFO reports since 1948, the 
conclusions of the Air Force were: Cl) no UFO reported, investi¬ 
gated, and evaluated by the Air Force has ever given any 
indication of threat to our national security: (2) there has 
been no evidence submitted to or discovered by the Air Force 
that sightings categorized as "unidentified" represent 
technological developments or principles beyond the range of 
present day scientific knowledge; and (3) there has been no 
evidence indicating that sightings categorized as "unidentified" 
are extraterrestrial vehicles. 

With the termination of Project Blue Book, the Air Force 
regulation establishing and controlling the program for investi¬ 
gating and analyzing UFOs was rescinded. All documentation 
regarding the former Blue Book investigation has been permanently 
transferred to the Modern Military Branch, National Archives 
and Records Service, 8th Street and Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., 
Washington, DC 20408, and is available for public review and 
analysis. Those wishing to review this material may obtain a 
researcher's permit from the National Archives and Record 


Service. 
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Quoting from Dr. Frosch's December 21 letter: "...If some 
new element of hard evidence is brought to our attention in the 
future, it would be entirely appropriate for a NASA laboratory to 
analyze and report upon an otherwise unexplained organic or 
inorganic sample; we stand ready to respond to any bona fide 
physical evidence from credible sources. We intend to leave the 
door clearly open for such a possibility. 

"We have given considerable thought to the question of what 
else the-United States might and should do in the area of UFO 
research. There is an absence of tangible or physical evidence 
available for thorough laboratory analysis. And, because of 
the absence of such evidence, we have not been able to devise a 
sound scientific procedure for investigating these phenomena. 

To proceed on a research task without a sound disciplinary 
framework and an exploratory technique in mind would be wasteful 
and probably unproductive. 

"I do not feel that we could mount a research effort with¬ 
out a better starting point than we have been able to identify 
thus far. I would therefore propose that NASA take no steps to 
establish research in this area or to convene a symposium on 
this subject. 
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Also available: 

Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects, Condon 
Report study conducted by the University of Colorado under con¬ 
tract F44620-76-C-0035. Three volumes, l,465p. 68 plates. Photo- 
duplicated hard copies of the official report may be ordered for 
$6 per volume, $18 the set of three, as AD 680:975, AD 680:976, 
and AD 680:977, from the National Technical Information Service, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, Springfield, VA 22151. 

Review of University of Colorado Report on Unidentified 
Flving Objects. Review of report by a panel of the National 
Academy of Sciences. National Academy of Sciences, 1969, 6p. 

Photoduplicated hard copies may be ordered for $3 as AD 688:541 
from the National Technical Information Service, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Springfield, VA 22151. 


NASA is aware of the many UFO reports made in recent years. 
However, the majority of inquiries to NASA concerning UFO sight¬ 
ings address themselves to the reported sightings by astronauts 
during Earth orbital and lunar missions and the report by 
President Carter while serving as Governor of Georgia. 







~'HE SCIENCE CONFLICT'' 

UFD UPDATE 

By James Oberg 


F riction between science and fly¬ 
ing saucers has generated a bliz¬ 
zard of sparks over the years. 

The sides are well defined: Establishment 
scientists traditionally dismiss UFO data 
as fanciful fiction, while UFO enthusiasts 
portray themselves as outcast Galileos, 
prophets of a new scientific revolution. 

Advocates of Unidentified Flying Ob¬ 
jects insist that they are onto some extraor¬ 
dinary phenomenon unaccountable by 
contemporary science. The favorite theory 
involves alien spacecraft, but growing 
splinter groups promote various psychic, 
interdimensional, cross-temporal, con¬ 
spiratorial, or even more bizarre hy¬ 
potheses. Whatever it is, UFO enthusiasts 
assert, the confirmation of extraterrestrial 
ngs could be a key to the next great 
akthrough in human knowledge, 
rew couid argue such a premise. 

Early in 1977, the wire services reported 
that astronomers now favor scientific stud¬ 
ies of UFOs. According to The New York 
Times, ‘unidentified flying objects should 
be investigated further, a majority of 
trained astronomical observers said in a 
survey disclosed recently.' 

Closer analysis showed that the private 
pro-UFO survey actually meant that only 
one-quarter of those polled responded 
that UFOs 'certainly’ or ‘probably’ de¬ 
served &.‘udy. with a few more agreeing 


that they 'possibly' deserved study. More 
to the point, only one-quarter of 1 percent 
of the astronomers thought that UFOs 
were important enough to warrant their 
personal attention. 

But the poll did nevertheless seem to 
bestow some measure of scientific re¬ 
spectability to this topic, previously ranked 
among the lunatic fringe. The poll was 
symptomatic of the changing image of 
UFOs, and the new status of UFO re¬ 
searchers. 

After three decades of exuberant if ama¬ 
teurish fieldwork, furious propagandizing, 
and aimless theorizing, a number of UFO 
groups have finally begun to play the 
game using rules of science. Accepting 
the burden of proof, they have mounted an 
impressive scientific program designed to 
demonstrate, finally, that UFOs exist. 

On a dark hillside in Texas, white- 
uniformed men monitor a battery of instru¬ 
ments. hoping to catch and record the 
subtle physical effects alleged to accom¬ 
pany UFO visitations. In photographic 
laboratories across the country, data pro¬ 
cessing specialists analyze computerized 
images of alleged UFO photographs, 
seeking evidence of forgery and potential 
proof of authenticity. A computerized data 
base in Chicago prints out pattern analy¬ 
ses of UFO sightings, seeking a signal 
behind the noise of thousands of annual 


reports. Pieces of metal picked up near 
alleged landing, sites undergo spectro¬ 
scopic examination in well-equipped 
laboratories. 

These are the techniques of science, 
applied to a subject long regarded as be¬ 
yond the fringes of science. But these are 
the techniques that will produce proof, if 
proof is possible. 

Standards £ire.now tighter and the 
experience of UFO investigators greater, 
so that many 'unknowns’ have dimin¬ 
ished. More and more cases have been 
solved, but always a fraction remain un- 
solved, unexplained, unidentified. This 
residue of unknowns is the basis for UFO 
enthusiasts' hope. Skeptics disagree, 
saying that inherent limitations in human 
perception, memory, and knowledge will 
always introduce a small artificial residue 
of unknowns. 

So what kind of data will stand up to sci¬ 
entific standards, not as a leftover residue 
of mysteries but as a definitive list of re¬ 
corded events? 

Laying aside the possibilities that alien 
ambassadors will land at the White House 
or that the fabled "secret captured flying 
saucer* will ever be rescued from alleged 
governmental oblivion, hard evidence for 
the reality and respectability of UFOs must 
come from laboratories now engaged in 
scientific research. 

The “Project Starlight International' 
team, privately but generously funded by 
some Texas millionaires, has assembled 
an array of instruments that could produce 
incontrovertible evidence. They have cam¬ 
eras. radar, spectrometers, magnetome¬ 
ters, radiation sensors, gravitometers. and 
a small laser beam to communicate with 
extraterrestrials should they happen by. 

The Starlight UFO trap has now been in 
full operation for nearly three years. New 
equipment continues to be added, includ¬ 
ing a radar set and computerized alert 
system that automatically telephones vol¬ 
unteer skywatchers in the vicinity of a 
computed UFO position. The system 
works well in drills—but nothing substan¬ 
tive has resulted. 

The most exciting recent events have 
dealt with a fierce wood tick infestation on 



Spectacular glowing UFO was photographed from a Concorde during 1973 solar eclipse. 
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"I wish in no way to indicate that NASA has come to any 
conclusion about these phenomena as such; institutionally, we 
retain an open mind, a keen sense of scientific curiosity and a 
willingness to analyze technical problems within our competence." 


Reports of unidentified objects entering United States air 
space are of interest to the military as a regular part of 
defense surveillance. Beyond that, the U.S. Air Force no longer 
investigates reports of UFO sightings. 

This was not always the case. On December 17, 1969, the 
Secretary of the Air Force announced the termination of Project 
Blue Book, the Air Force program for UFO investigation started 
in 1947. 

The decision to discontinue UFO investigations, the USAF 
said, was based on: (1) an evaluation of a report (often called 
the Condon Report) prepared by the University of Colorado and 
entitled "Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects;" (2) 
a review of the University of Colorado report by the National 
Academy of Sciences; (3) past UFO studies; and (4) Air Force 
experience investigating UFO reports for two decades. 
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During several space missions NASA astronauts reported 
phenomena not immediately explainable. However, in every 
instance NASA satisfied itself that what had been observed was 
nothing which could be termed abnormal in the space environment. 
The air-to-ground tapes of all manned missions are available 
at the Johnson Space Center, Houston, for review by the serious 
researcher. 

On October 12, 1973, while serving as Governor of Georgia, 
Mr. Carter responded to inquiries from the National Investiga¬ 
tions Committee on Aerial Phenomena (NICAP) saying that he had 
seen a bright, moving object in the sky over Leary, Georgia, in 
October of 1969. He said the object was visible for 10 to 12 
\inutes and, at one point, shone as brightly as the Moon. The 
regional NICAP representative investigated the sighting and 
reported there was no evidence to support anything beyond placing 
what Mr. Carter saw in NICAP's "unidentified" category. However, 
it has been suggested by some students of aerial phenomena that 
Mr. Carter may have viewed the Planet Venus which, at certain 
times, may appear many times brighter than a star of the first- 
magnitude . 

Since NASA is not engaged in day-to-day UFO research, it 
does not review UFO-related articles intended for publication, 
evaluate UFO-type spacecraft drawings or accept accounts of 
UFO sightings or applications for employment in the field of 
*rial phenomena investigation. All such material will be 
returned with NASA’s thanks to the sender. 
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A number of universities and scientific organizations have 
considered UFO phenomena during periodic meetings and seminars. 
In addition, a number of private domestic and foreign groups 
continue to review UFO sighting reports actively. Some of these 
organizations are: 


(1) National Investigations Committee on 

Aerial Phenomena 
John L. Acuff, Director 
Suite 23 

3535 University Boulevard, West 
Kensington, MD 20795 
(301) 949-1267 

(2) The Committee for the Scientific Investigation 

of Claims of the Paranormal 
UFO Subcommittee 
Robert Sheaffer, Chairman 
9805 McMillan Avenue 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
(301) 589-8371 

(3) Aerial Phenomena Research Organization 
James and Coral Lorenzen, Directors 
3910 E. Kleindale Road 

Tucson, AZ 85712 
(602) 793-1825 

(4) Mutual UFO Network 

Walter H. Andrus, Jr., Director 
103 Old Towne Road 
Seguin, TX 78155 
(512) 379-9216 

(5) The Center for UFO Studies 
Dr. J. Allen Hynek, Director 
924 Chicago Avenue 
Evanston, IL 60202 

(312) 491-1780 
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couic De exuemety valuable for the entire 
numan race. It could be financially reward¬ 
ing for me owners of that proof. And it 
could spell financial rum for one prominent 
UFO skeptic—unless, of course, he was 
♦’ e delivering the proof. 

National Enquirer , a weekly tabloid 
r.^ -paper with a circulation in the mil¬ 
lions, has a standing offer of $1 million for 
“positive proof.” The London-based whis* 
key bonier Cutty Sark. Ltd., recently un¬ 
veiled an even bigger prize of one million 
pounds Sterling, or about $1.800,000 at 
the present exchange rate. 

Lesser awards also are available in the 
absence of positive proof. The Enquirer 
annually grants up to $10,000 to witnesses 
of a UFO incident judged "most scientifi¬ 
cally valuable" by an independent panel of 
UFO specialists (the "Blue-Ribbon Panel," 
see box). And Cutty Sark has announced 
plans to award £1000 to the best-written 
essay on the UFO problem. 

Moreover, a number of London betting 
houses have accepted various wagers on 
the imminent visitations of extraterrestrials. 
But the world's most famous "anti-UFO 
bet" has been set forth in the book UFOs 
Explained. 

Author Philip J. Klass. a senior editor of 
Aviation Week magazine and the nation s 
leading UFO skeptic, claims he has chal¬ 
lenged UFO believers "to put their money 
where their mouths are." Klass has offered 
to n ay $10,000 to anyone who agrees to 
if and when certain criteria are met 
shing that a true UFO visitation has 


occurred. Every year until tha: happens, 
the wagerer must pay Klass ire sum of 
SI00 (up to a maximum of Si 000. after 
which payments cease Put the bet re¬ 
mains in force). 

Less than a dozen UFO ennusiasts 
have signed up to date, usuaiiy on inside 
information that ‘this year the government 

is going to announce UFO contacts_* 

Such predictions have appea r ed in print 
nearly every year for a quarter of a century, 
but people still seem to believe them. 

Klass has become a little richer because 
of them. 

Only one UFO buff has maintained his 
bet in force, apparently more for publicity 
than persuasion. Stanton Friedman makes 
a living off his lecture tours proclaiming the 
reality of UFOs, and he responded to 
Klasss needling by formally agreeing to 
the bet a few years ago. 

Additionally, Klass has offered to buy 
back all copies of his book UFOs Ex¬ 
plained if events prove his assertions in¬ 
correct. But pro-UFO scientist Robert Me- 
Campbell has done Klass one better. He 
has offered to buy back copies of his book 
UFOIogy from anyone not satisfied with it, 
proof or no proof. 

Actually, Philip J. Klass already had 
been setting off multimegaton detonations 
among the ranks of UFO believers. Miffed 
when UFO experts in 1968 ridiculed a seri¬ 
ous (and still tenable) suggestion that 
many UFOs were actually ball lightning, 
the by nature combative aviation reporter 


threw mmself into serious investigations of 
what were regarded as the "best" classic 
UFO cases. He often dug up startling (and 
embarrassing) new evidence but has be¬ 
come a pariah in UFO circles (Hynek 
refuses to appear together with him, and 
Hynek's "UFO bibliography" handout 
pointedly ignores Klass s two books). 

With the death of astronomer Donald 
Menzel in 1976, Klass has emerged as the 
nation's leading UFO skeptic. He spurns 
the word "debunker," with its connotations 
of knee-jerk dismissals and unorthodox 
points of view. Instead. Klass attempts to 
investigate UFO cases more deeply than 
might other researchers who have sub¬ 
conscious desire?.to actually find proof of 
extraterrestrial visitors. Concentrating only 
on the generally acclaimed ‘best cases." 
Klass often has exposed the superficiality 
of work done by pro-UFO experts. 

In 1977, he joined with other scientists 
and educators in forming the "Committee 
for the Scientific Investigation of Claims of 
the Paranormal," a group that has de¬ 
nounced easy acceptance by the public 
of allegedly baseless beliefs in astrology, 
the Bermuda Triangle. ESP. "ancient astro¬ 
nauts." and otherso-called modern myths. 
Klass heads a small but potent band of 
skeptical investigators called the UFO 
Subcommittee. At the very least, this 
group demands the tightening of stan¬ 
dards in so-called scientific UFOIogy. The 
level of carelessness of many pro-UFO ex¬ 
perts has markedly declined, so progress 
is being made. DO 


THESE PEOPLE ARE WATCHING AND WAITING 


Center for UFO Studies (CUFOS), 1909 Sherman Suite 207, 
Evanston, IL 60201. Self-styled pinnacle of UFO activities, this 
small group generally depends on other groups for data. Dr. 
Allen Hynek does the public appearances and fund raising, 
while researcher Allan Hendry carries out actual coordination 
and in-depth investigation. Two publications: CUFOS 
Quarterly Bulletin , $15/yr.; and International UFO Reporter, 

S12/yr. 

Aerial Phenomenon Research Organization (APRO), 3910 E. 
Kleindale, Tucson. A2 85712. Among the longest surviving 
UFO groups (represented in 50 countries), APRO is held to¬ 
gether by the dedication of its cofounders Jim and Coral 
Lorenzen, who have recently led the group to specialize 
^(critics say monopolize) in ‘UFO abduction cases." APRO 
Bulletin. SlO/yr. for 12 issues. 

National Investigations Committee on Aerial Phenomena (Nl- 
CAP). Suite 23.3535 University Blvd., Kensington MD 20795. 
Another old group, unfortunately in a downhill slide following a 
decade of organizational in-fighting. NICAP Bulletin, S10/yr. 
Mutual UFO Network (MUFON), 103 Qldtowne Road, Seguin, 
TX 78155. A vigorous, expanding group acting in concert with 
CUFOS. MUFON UFO Journal, $8/yr. 

Ground Saucer Watch (GSW). 13238 North 7th Drive. Phoenix. 
AZ 85029. Highly professional organization (membership by 
‘ation only), which applies vigorous scientific standards to 
■ investigations. Quarterly journal free with membership. 
j|ect Starlight International (PSI). PO Box 5310, Austin TX 
78763. Somewhat mysterious organization with the best array 


of gadgets yet assembled to measure UFOs—if only they 
could find one. Irregular bulletin sent in exchange for cash 
donations. 

Committee Against UFO Secrecy (CAUS), 191 E. 161st St.. 
Bronx NY 10451. New offshoot of GSW, this small group is us¬ 
ing Freedom of Information suits to extract allegedly secret 
hypothetical government "UFO files." Newsletter $10/yr. 

20th Century UFO Bureau. 756 Haddon Avenue, Col- 
lingswood. NJ 08108. This group, associated with Dr. Carl 
McIntyre's ‘20th Century Reformation Hour." believes that 
some UFOs are angels and signs of the imminent Second 
Coming. However, other UFOs are sent by Satan to confuse 
people lest they recognize the angels. 

UFO Subcommittee of the “Committee for the Scientific Inves¬ 
tigation of Claims of the Paranormal." 923 Kensington Avenue. 
Buffalo. NY 14215. The first formal organization of UFO skep¬ 
tics. who tackle the ‘best UFO cases' on record, often with 
spectacular success, much to the dismay of most UFO buffs. 
Reports of activities are included in the Committee publication 
The Skeptical Inquirer (formerly Zetetic), SI 2/yr. 

The NationaJ Enquirer's Blue Ribbon Panel of UFO experts 
(who review "best cases' for cash rewards). Two regular 
members (James Harder and Leo Sprinkle) are joined by a 
changing cadre of obscure ‘UFO experts." including this 
year's Willard Armstrong and John L. Warren. More respected 
UFOiogists have declined offers of membership. Send contest 
entries to UFO REWARD, National Enquirer. Lantana FL. 
33464. All entries will be evaluated. 
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Uucrxp 1 A meil Lights 


nus KAK/C C 

1. Early in the morning uf 27 Dec HO (approx im.i tuly 030QL), two UUAF 

security police patrolmen sow unusual lights outside the back gate at ^ 

•RAF Woodbridye. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or been-forced \- 
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to Investigate. *'* 
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patrclieen to. pro¬ 
ceed on fuot. Tl»w individuals reported soe4ng. h strange glowing object 
in the forest. Tlie object was described as- bei»>y metalic in appearance 
and triangular in shape,, approximately two to three meters across the*’ 
base an<$. approximately two meters high. It fl luminated; the entire- forest 
with a white light. The object itself had a. pulsing, red- light on- tap and. 
a bank.(s)’of blue lights underneath. 1 he object was. hoveringv or* on legs. 
As the patrolmen approached the object, it maneuvered through the trees 
and disappeared- At this time the animals on a nearby farm went into a 
frenzy.. The object was briefly Lighted approximately an- hour later near 
the back- gate-. "- : * 

2. The next day, three depressions 1 1/2 M deep and 7" in diameter were- 
found where- the object had been sighLtrd on the ground. The following 
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked tor radiation. Beta/gamma readings 
of 0.1 mi 11iroentgens were recorded with peak ri dings in the three-de¬ 
pressions and near the center of the triangle tunned by the depress.! oirs.. ■ 
A nearby tree had Moderate (.05-.07 ) readings un the side of the- tree 
toward the depressions. 


3. Later in the night a red sun-like light was. >t*en th* uugh the trees. 

It moved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw off alowiny 
particles and then broke :intu five separate white objects and then dis.- 
appeared. Immediately thereafter, three star-like '.hjfcts were noticed 
in the sky, two objects to the north and one ft. v* south, all of which 
were about. ll/ n uJf th*.- iiurixun. Tl»u objects i*iuvi;<. «.uidly hi sharp angular 
movements and displayed red, green and blue lights hie objects to the 
north appeared to be elliptical through an 8-12 power V*»s. They then 
turned to full circles. The objects to the north rerm *ned .in the sky ter 
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or three 
hours and beamed down a. stream of light from time to time. Numerous indivi¬ 
duals, including the undersigned, witnessed the activities in- paragraphs. 

2 and 3. , 

/! s/ /.? 



ClfARLES I. riALT, Lt Cot, USAI ; 
Deputy Base Commander / 



DDO UPDATE 

AS OF 110600 EST NOV 75 

CJCS COMXFNTS re UFO incident 

(U) CJCS, at 10 Nov morning briefing, indicated that when UFO sigh 
ings are reported, the N>JCC should ask for temperature gradients i 
the area (i.e., for possible aloft inversions). The CJCS also 
questioned the advisability of scrambling aircraft against reported 
UFOs. ' 
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OMMT STAFF 


N M C C 


THE NATIONAL MILITARY COMMAND CENTER 


WASHINGTON. D C. 20301 


8 November 1975 
0600 EST 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 
Subject: Unidentified Sightings 


1. 0308 EST FONECON from NORAD Command Director: at 0253 EST 
Malmstrom AFB Montana received seven radar cuts on the height- 
finder radar at altitudes between 9,500* and 15,500*. Simultaneously, 
ground witnesses observed lights in the sky and the sounds of jet 
engines similar to jet fighters. Cross-tell with FAA -revealed 
no jet aircraft within 100NM of the sightings. Radar tracked the 
objects,over Lewistown, Montana at a speed of seven (7) knots. 

Two F-106 intercepters from the 24th NORAD Region were scrambled 
at 0254 EST and became airborne at 0257 EST. At the time of the 
initial voice report personnel at Malmstrom AFB and SAC sites 
Kl„ V K3, L3 and L6 were\ reporting lights in the sky accompanied 
by jet engine'noise. 


2. 0344 EST FONECON, same source :' \ 

Objects could not be intercepted. Fighters had to maintain, a 
minimum of 12'/000* because of mountainous terrain. .Sightings 
had turned west, increased speed to 150 knots. Two tracks were 
apparent on height-finder radars 10-12 NM apart. SAC site K3 
reported sightings between 300* and 1,000* while sitd L-4 reported 
sightings 5NM NW of their position.' Sightings disappeared from 
radar at position 4650N/10920W at a tracked speed of three (3> 
knots. 



3. At 0440 EST, NMCC intiated contact with the NORAD Command 
Director who reported the following: 


0405 EST: Malmstrom receiving intermittent tracks on both 
search and height-finder radars. SAC site C-l, 10NM SE of 
Stanford, Montana, reported visual sightings of unknown objects. 


0420 EST: Personnel at 4 SAC sites reported observing inter¬ 
cepting F-106’s arrive in area; sighted objects turned off their 
lights upon arrival of interceptors, and back on upon their 
departure. 












































0440 EST: SAC site C-l still had a visual sighting on objects. 

4. NORAD stated that Northern Lights will sometimes cause phenomena 
such as this on height-finder radars, but their check with weather 
services revealed no possibility of Northern Lights. , 

5- NMCC notified Washington FAA at 0445 EST of the incidents 
described above. They had not received any information prior to 
this time. 

6. 0522 EST FONECON with NORAD Command Director: At 0405 EST 
SAC Site L-5 observed one object accelerate and climb rapidly 
to a point in altitude where it became indistinguishable from 
the stars- NORAD will, carry this incident as a FADE remaining 
UNKNOWN at 0320 EST, since after that time only visual sightings • * 
occurred. 



! Brigadier General, USA 
Deputy Director for 
Operations, NMCC 


Copy to: 

DDO 

ADDO 

CCOC 

ALL AREA DESKS 








DDO UPDATE 


AS OF 132200 EST NOV 75 


UFO ANALYSIS 

(U) In future UFO sichtings, the V7EST HEM Desk Officer will initiate 
teleohone requests to the Senior Duty Officer at tne Aar Force 
Global Weather Central (AFGWC) for a temperature inversion analysis 
in the vicinity of unusual sichtings. The telephone response by 
AFGWC will be followed with a priority message. (SOURCE: NMCC 
MFR 132035 EST NOV 75) 
















































































■ N M C C 

THE NAT!ONAL*MIL!TARY COMMAND CENTER 

WASHINGTON. D.C- 20301. 

13 November 1975 
2035 EST 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

Subject: Requests for Temperature Inversion Analysis 


1. LTC Schmidt, representing Air Force Global Weather Central 
(AFGWC), visited the NMCC at 131500 EST to discuss arrangements 
to implement the procurement of weather information desired 
by CJCS, which is the subject of DDO Environmental Services 
memo of 13 November 1975. The following agreements with LTC 
Schmidt were reached: 

a. The West Hem Desk Officer will act as the control 

• officer for temperature inversion analysis requests initia¬ 
ted by the NMCC. These requests will be made in conjunc¬ 
tion with sightings of unusual phenomenon along the northern 
US border. 

b. Each telephone request will be serialized, i.e., (TIA £1, 
etc.) and directed to the duty officer at AFGWC, autovon 
866-16-61 or 271-2586. -■ AFGWC-will" provide the requested 
analyses by telephone followed up by a priority message. 

c. A record of the serialized requests/responses will be 
maintained by the West Hem Desk Officer. 



Brigadier General, USMC 
Deputy Director for 
Ope rations, NMCC 


Distribution: 

J -30 

J-31 

J-32 

J-32A 

J-38 

DDO 

ADDO 

CCOC 

West Hem Desk 
17WMCCS Ops & Eval Div 



THE JOINT STAFF 





N M. C C 



Ti-E JOINT STAFF 


THE NATIONAL MILITARY COMMAND CENTER 

WASHINGTON. O.C. 203C1 


21 Janetry 1976 
0630 C5T 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

Subject: Report of UFO - Cannon AFB NK 

Reference: AFOC Phonecon 21055 EST Jan 76 


The following information was received from the Air Force 
Operations Center at 0555 EST: 


’’Two UFOs are reported near the flight line at Cannon ATS, 
New Mexico. Security Police observing them reported the UFOs 
to be 25 yards in diameter, gold or silver in color with blue 
light on top, hole in the middle and red light on bottom. Air 
Force is checking vir.h radar. ‘Additionally, checking weather 
inversion data." 




Wi 

li'l&r 
r.B. MO|cIN 

/Rear Admiral, USK 
Deputy Director for 
Operations, N.MCC 






N M c e 

THE NATIONAL MILITARY COMMAND CENTER 

. WASHINGTON. DC- 23301 


31 January 1916 
1400 EST 


MEMORAI vDUM FOR THE RECORD 

Subject: Unidentified Flying Object Sighting 


1. At 3108 05 received phoncon from-AFOC: MG Lane, CG, Armanent 

and Development Test Center, Eglin AFB, Florida called and reported 
a UFO sighting from 0430 EST to 0600 EST. Security Policemen 
spotted lights from what they called a UFO near an Eglin radar 
site. 

2. --graphs of the lights were taken. The Eglin Office of 
Ir.- - - '.ction has made a press release on the UFO. 

3. The temperature inversion analysis indicated no significant 
temperature inversion at Eglin AFB at that time. The only 
inversion present was due to radiation from the surface to 2500 
feet. The Eglin surface conditions were clear skies, visibility 
10-14 miles, calm winds, shallow ground fog on the runway, arid’ 
a surface temperature of 44 degree F. 




Brigadier General, USAF 
Deputy Director for 
Operations (K'MCC) 


DISTRIBUTION : 

DDO 

ADDO 

CCOC 

West Hem 
PA 

AFOC 


J-30 

J-32 
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N M C C 




T HE JOlN'T sTArr 


THE NATIONAL MILITARY COMMAND CENTER 

V/ASHINGTON. D.C. ZS 301 


ttd'ih 1916 


kemoraicsum for record 

Subject: Reports of Unidentified Flyinc Objects (UFOs) 


1. At approximately 0345 EDT, the ANMCC called to indicate 
they had received several reports cf UFO's in the vicinity 
of Fort Ritchie. The following events summarize the reports 
(times are approximate). 

a. 0130 - Civilians reported a UFO sighting near 
Mt. -Airy, Md. This information was obtained via a call 
from the National Aeronautics Board (?) to the Fort 
Ritchie Military Police. 

b. 0255 - Two separate patrols from Site R reported 
sighting 3 oblong objects with a reddish tint, moving 

east to west. Personnel were located at separate locations 
on top of the mountain at Site R. 

c. 0300 - Desk Sot at Site R went to the top of the 
Site R mountain and observed a UFO over the ammo storage 
area at 100-200 yards altitude. 

d. 0345 - An Army Police Sgt on the way to work at 
Site R reported sighting a UFO in the vicinity of Site R. 

2. A2CMCC was reguested to have each individual write a 
statement on the sightings. One individual stated the object 
was about the size of a 2 1/2 ton truck. 

3. Based on a DCS memorandum, subject: Temperature Inversion 
Analysis, dated 13 November 1975, the NMCC contacted the Air 
Force Global Weather Central. The Duty Officer, LTC OVERBY, 
reported that the Dulles International Airport observations 
showed two temperature inversions existed at the time of the 


. ■« 






object: Reports of Unidentif-ied Flyinc Objects (UFOs) 

/ 

/ 

•^alleged sightings. The first extended from the surface to 
1,000 feet absolute and the second' existed between 27,000 
and 30,000 feet, absolute. He also said the atmosphere 
between 12,000 and 20,000 feet was heavily saturated with 
moisture. A hard copy message will follow. 


J 

/ 


L. J. LIB LAN C, Jr. 
Brigadier General, USMC 
Deputy Director for 
Operations, NMCC 


DISTRIBUTION : 
J- 30 
J-31 ‘ 

J- 32 

J-33 

DDO 

ADDO 

CCOC 

tfKEK Desk 
ASD/PA Rep 
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